


‘ 
- 
a 
— 


esertneese ame 6 * 
S2SRZARZA 222 


UF ssl 


The Solicitors Journal. 


LONDON, AUGUST 25, 1883. 








CURRENT TOPICS. 


THe strtine on Wednesday of the secret vacation tribunal was 
held under circumstances involving less discomfort to counsel and 
solicitors. The learned judge, we believe, arrived in time, and sat 
until a late hour; but, notwithstanding all the precautions taken to 
exclude business not of a peculiarly pressing nature, he was unable 
to get through all the work with which the ridiculous urgency of 
events insists on burdening the court. There were, we understand, 
44 orders made. Last year, on the corresponding day, Mr. Justice 
Norn disposed in open court of the greater part of a list contain- 
ing about 87 cases, besides numerous ew parte applications. 





Tur Oanada Law Journal comments with some severity on the 
circumstance that no less than fifteen barristers have been gazetted 
as “ Her Majesty’s Counsel learned in the law” in the Province of 
Ontario, and obseryes that ‘‘ there was a time when to be made a 
Queen’s Counsel was an honour which a hard-working barrister 
might hope to attain after years of patient and honourable toil,” 
but that ‘‘that time has passed, and silk gowns are now flung 
about without the slightest reference to that high standing and 
me experience which used to be requisite in this province, and 
which is still the rule in England.’ It is added that ‘the 
uninitiated may, for a short time, be misled by the high-sounding 
and time-honoured letters Q.C. after a name, but that which has 
already become valueless in the eyes of the profession is rapidly 
becoming only a source of merriment to the public.” Notwith- 
standing the above allusion to “the rule in England,” we fear 
that there have been some occasions when the observations of our 
contemporary would have been likely to meet with a certain degree 
of sympathy among lawyers on this side of the Atlantic. 





A REcENT pEciston of the Court of Common Pleas of the Pro 
vince of Ontario may seem to indicate an adherence to techni-~ 
calities, which is scarcely consistent with the present spirit of 
criminal procedure. In R. v. Scott, an indictment for unlawfully 
and maliciously maiming and wounding two horses was quashed on 
the ground that it did not contain the word “feloniously” ; but 
this decision is on all fours with R. y. Gray (12 W. R. 350), 
where the Court for the Consideration of Crown Cases Reserved, 
under precisely similar circumstances, quashed an indictment for 
unlawfully and maliciously damaging a plough, holding that every 
indictment for a felony, whether at common law or by statute, 
must charge that the act was done ‘‘feloniously,” Cockxsuny, C.J., 
observing that, ‘‘ whilst a distinction exists between a felony and a 
misdemeanour, the accused should be informed by the indictment 
with what he is charged.” Considering the present prospects of 
the passing of a Criminal or Criminal Procedure Code, the case of 
R. v. Gray seems likely to remain an authority for several years to 
come, 





Ix view of the excitement aroused in this country by the 
announcement that Mr. Saaw will be tried by a French court- 
martial for his proceedings at Tamatave, it may be of interest to 
note that our own procedure with reference to navul courts-martial 
18 not quite free from anomaly. It has been generally supposed 
that the proceedings of courts-martial in the Army and in the Navy 
are identical with one another, but the announcement that the 
Proceedings of the recent court-martial upon Commander Hzroy 
are to be submitted to the law officers of the Crown for their 
*pinion, has been explained by the circumstance that the decisions 





of courts-martial in the Navy and in the Marines are not brought 


under the consideration of the ) Jndge—Advocata-Ceneral. whose 
revisional and_gwasi-appellate jurisdiction does not eh 
the Army. We believe that Mr. Srivacey HY, G0 r 
counse e Admiralty, is also ‘‘ Judge-Advocate of the Fleet,” 
but the latter office appears to be entirely honorary. It is to be 
hoped that this anomaly will soon be removed, and, as the duties of 
the Judge Advocate-General are not understood to be of a very 
onerous character, the next Naval Discipline Act might advanta- 
geously provide that all proceedings of naval and marine courts- 
martial should be subject to the same supervision as that now 
exercised by Mr. Osnonnz Morean in the case of trials of members 
of the Army. 





THe RECENT case of Jn re The National Coffee Palace 
Company (ante, p. 681), before the Court of Appeal, raised, 
in a somewhat novel form, the question of the measure of 
damages for the breach of an agent’s warranty of authority, the 
claim being made by the official liquidator of the company against 
a firm of stockbrokers, who had, through a misapprehension of the 
instructions of their principal, applied on his behalf for fifty £1 
shares in the ‘‘ National Coffee Palace Company,” instead of in the 
‘‘ National Coffee Public-houses Society.” An order was made for 
the winding up of the former company, and the principal was placed 
on the list of contributories in respect of the fitty shares, but his 
name was afterwards removed from the register on the ground that 
he had not authorized his stockbrokers to obtain any shares for him 
in that particular company. The liquidator then took i 
against the stockbrokers to render them liable for a breach of war- 
ranty of authority, and Currry, J., ordered them to pay as damages 
the sum of £50, the value of the shares which had been repudiated 
by their principal. This order has been affirmed by the Court of 
Appeal, on the ground that the case must be treated as an action 
for damages for breach of a warranty that the stockbrokers had a 
principal for whom they were authorized to act. The Masrer of 
the Rotts said that in all such cases it was a well-settled principle 
that the measure of damages was the sum which the plaintiff had 
lost by losing the contract which would have been made if the 
agent had really possessed the authority held out by him. In the 
present case the alleged principal was solvent, and would have been 
liable to pay £50 for the shares. That sum was the amount lost 
by the company through the breach of warranty, and must there- 
fore be repaid to the official liquidator as the representative of the 
creditors. 





Tart supeEs should be nominated by the executive, not elected 
by the people, is a principle which is accepted in this country 
as thoroughly sound. We not only accept the principle, but we 
often speak of our judicial system as if it carried out in 
its entirety this principle. Not to mention coroners, whose office 
is but quasi-judicial, there are certain other judicial offices entirely 
dependent upon popular election—viz., the tostions of the peace in 
many of the smaller boroughs. i Munieipe! <a ons 
Act (5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 76), in re of the a on 
there are preicaliy_tree chee of boroughs :—(a.) Boroughs 
with a commission of the peace and a court of quarter sessions ; 
in these the county justices have no jurisdiction. (0.) Boroughs 
with a commission of the peace, but no court of quarter sessions. 
(c.) Boroughs with no separate commission of the peace. Of these 
there were fifty at the time of the passing of the Act; see 
Schedule B.; some of them have since been granted a separate 
commission of the peace. In all three classes of boroughs—(a.) 
(b.) and (e.)—the mayor and the ex-mayor are justices of the peace 
during their respective years of office. Moreover, in boroughs—(b.) 
and (¢.)—the justices for the county have a copcurrent jurisdiction 
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with the borough justices. It is well known, however, that this 
concurrent jurisdiction exists rather in theory than in practice, 
partly because county justices do not regard it as adding to their 
dignity to sit upon a borough bench, and partly because borough 
justices are apt to look somewhat askance at the county justices as 
intruders. As far as boroughs (b.) are concerned, this tacit 
exclusion of the concurrent jurisdiction of county magistrates 
matters little, but in the case of boroughs (e.) it places the 
administration of justice in these towns in the anomalous position 
of being administered by elected magistrates, for justice is here 
administered by only two magistrates, the mayor and the ex- 
mayor. As the boroughs in Schedule B. of the Municipal 
Corporations Act (1835) are all of them small in respect. of 
population, it naturally results that the mayor and the ex-mayor 
are not unlikely when they administer justice to think of what 
effect their decisions may possibly have upon their own popularity, 
and their chances at the poll at the next election. In many cases 
which are submitted to their judicial cognizance such considerations 
tell very dubiously upon the legal decisions of this excessively 
circumscribed bench of magistrates. And, as a result, cases 
having to do with such matters as the Salvation Army, Fifth of 
November demonstrations, transgressions of the licensing laws, 
illegal fishing, &c., are often settled rather as local politics demand 
than as law requires. The Bill for the reform of the unreformed 
corporations of England proposes to relieve such corporations of 
their judicial functions because their magistrates are elected. 
Would it not be as well that some change should also be made in 
the administration of justice in the boroughs comprised in 
Schedule B. of the Act of 1835, which have not hitherto been 
provided with a separate commission of the peace ? 





Tue Baxxevercr Bri has made a rapid passage through the 
House of Lords, having been introduced and read a first time on 
Thursday last week, read a second time on the following night, and 
passed through Committee with some alterations of a verbal nature, 
mostly made on the motion of the Lorp Cuancettor, on Monday 
last. Before leaving the House of Commons some amendments of 
importance were introduced. Clause 22, sub-clause 7, which pro- 
vides for the filling up of a vacancy in the office of a member of the 
committee of i ion was amended, at the instance of Mr. Drxoy- 
Hazrtasp, by adding after the words “appoint another creditor” 
the words “‘or other person eligible as above ” to fill the vacancy. 
We called attention to this point ante, p. 630. Clause 25, relating 
to the arrest of debtors under certain circumstances, was also 
amended at the instance of the same member, so as to give the court 
power to arrest a debtor “after a bankruptcy notice has been 
issued, “‘instead of only “‘after service on him of a bankruptcy 
notice.” The provision inserted on the motion of Mr. Grecory in 
clause 30 (effect of order of discharge), with regard to debts 
incurred by fraud or fraudulent breach of trust, was amended on the 
motion of Mr. Srvart Wortizr so as to read as follows (the words 
in italics being new) :— 

_ “ An order of discharge shall not release the bankrupt from any debt or 
liability incurred by means of any fraud or fraudulent breach of trust to 
which he was a party, nor from any debt or liability whereof he has obtained 

by any fraud to which he was a party.” 


We commented upon the proviso as passed in Committee ante, p. 
562. On the motion of Mr. Broapuvesr, clause 40, sub-clause 1 
(4.), providing for the priority of wages owing to any labourer or 
workman, was amended by the insertion of the words “ not exceed- 
ing fifty pounds,” and increasing the time from two to four months. 
In Committee itself an important proviso was inserted in the clause 
providing for the repeal of enactments (clause 169), to the effect 
that sections 125 and 126 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, shall be 
“repealed as from the passing of this Act.” If this proviso be 
retained, the anticipated rush to file petitions for liquidation, and 
take the benefit of the present Act with respect thereto before it 
expires at the end of the current year, will be prevented, but until 
the new Act comes into force there will be no provision to enable 
tors to present bankruptcy petitions, so that the only course 
ch will be open to them, in order to protect their estates if 
by creditors, will be to commit an act of bankruptcy, and 

a creditor to present a petition in bankruptcy. 
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Tue nutes which are intended to carry out the provisions of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature (Funds, &c.) Act (which has received 
the Royal Assent during the present week), as , contain 
visions varying in several respects from those which were contained 
in the earlier draft. The pay-sheet, which was to form part of 
every order dealing with funds in court, or to be brought into court, 


is retained under the name, in cases of payment or transfer into - 


court, of a “‘ Lodgment Schedule,” and, in cases of transfer or pay- 
ment out, of a “‘Payment Schedule.” The orders prescribe what 
are to be the principal contents of the Lodgment Schedule and the 
Payment Schedule, and specimen schedules are given in an appendix, 
Solicitors will be surprised to learn that the schedule only to ap 
order, and not the order, is to be left with the Paymaster, and that 
the order and the schedule are to be so framed that the schedule 
may stand alone, while the order itself need not express any par. 
ticulars contained in the schedule. With a view, apparently, of 
facilitating the working of this innovation, every notice of motion 
or summons at chambers which asks for an order dealing with funds 
in court, or to come into court, and on every trial a schedule accord. 
ing to the form it will ultimately take, is to be. annexed to the notice 
of motion or summons, or is to be prepared by the solicitor and 
lodged with the proper officer. In addition to being entered by the 
registrars (as regards orders in the Chancery Division), a duplicate 
of every order having a schedule is to be filed at the Central Office, 
It should here be noted that these rules are intended to apply to 
money in court, or to come into court, in every division of the High 
Court, so that, while every such order will be separately recorded in its 
own division, it will likewise form part of a separate record of all 
such orders in every division. The Paymaster’s ‘directions’ for 
payment, or transfer into court, are retained; but, in addition to 
this, the duty of preparing “ directions,” or, as they are now called, 
‘‘ certificates ’’ for sale, or for transfer of funds into court, which are 
now issued by the Chancery Registrars, is assigned to the Paymaster. 
Provision is made for payment into and out of court, under o 
22, or of rule 26 of order 31, of money claimed in an action to 
recover a debt or damages, also for payments into court under the 
Lands Clauses Consvlidation Act, 1845, the Copyhold Acts, andthe 
Trustee Relief Acts. Facilities are given for getting out of court money 
paid in in satisfaction, aud also for money in court to a sat da 
for Costs Account”; also for payment by post, or a request si 

by the payee and attested by two witnesses, one of whom must be 
a justice of the peace and another a clergyman or no publie; 
but the transmission by post is to be at the sole risk of the person 
sending the request. As in the old Chancery Funds Rules, pro- 
vision is made for payments directed to be made to women who marry 
after the order and before payment, but we find no rules relating to 
payments to married women under the Married Women’s Property 
Act, 1882. The limit of £40 as the smallest amount to be in- 
vested by the court is retained, and in addition we find £10 fixed 
as the limit below which money shall not be placed on deposit. In 
the Queen’s Bench Division money is not to be placed on deposit 
under these rules, but only on a special direction. In accordance 
with the provisions of the Judicature Act, 1875, s. 30, a rule is im 
serted providing that when Government securities in court, consist- 
ing of 1s, Reduced, or New £3 per Cent. Annuities, are directed 
to be sold, such securities may be realized by exchange in the 
Office books. And when money in court is required to be inv 

in any one of the said three descriptions of securities, such invest- 
ment may be made by exchange in like manner. Although these 
transactions will merely be on paper, and not bond fide sales and 
purchases, the suitor is to be charged a commission in lieu of 
brokerage at the rate of one-eighth per cent. Another new provision 
permits many of the calculations which have been hitherto required 
to be verifi by affidavit to be made by the solicitor and signed by 


him, and the Paymaster may also accept the certificate of a solicitor 
ta 2 prom entitle to payment i alve.xeut, the Paymasteris 
cause te BS tasertted in bis books the “mame and address of every 


rson beneficially entitled to, or interested in, money or securities 
in court, and the name and address of the solicitors in the cause of 
matter. This last will entail a large amount of work on the Pay- 
master, as well as on solicitors. Having regard to the large 
number of persons interested, more especially in creditors’ suits, 
the impossibility of procuring addresses in time to be of any sé 
vice, we cannot believe that such a book can be compiled which 
will be at once aceurate up to date and exhaustive, and which 








will not be continually becoming incorrect by reason of change of 
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abode. In these rules the greater number of the Chancery 
Funds Rules, 1874, are re-enacted, and, where necessary, adapted 
to the new provisions here pointed out. It will be satisfactory 
also, to a certain section of the public, to know that the rule as to 
the triennial publication of a list of dormant funds is retained. 








THE EFFECT OF A DIVORCE DECREE 
UPON THE DESCRIPTION OF A LEGA- 
TEE. 


Ir is somewhat curious that on four separate occasions during the 
last few months a question as to the mode of construing a will has 
been raised in consequence of a change in the status of a person by 
adecree of divorce or of nullity of marriage. In Boddington v. 
Olariat (31 W. R. 449, L. R. 22 Ch. D. 597), the testator gave 
property to trustees upon trust to pay to his wife a legacy of £200, 
and an annuity of £300, ‘‘ so long as she shall continue my widow,” 
or, if she should prefer it, a legacy of £2,000, such provisions to be 
in satisfaction of any claim to dower. The wife obtained a decree 
of nullity of marriage on the ground of the impotency of her hus- 
band, who died without having in any way altered his will. In 
this state of things Fry, J., held that the former wife of the testa- 
tor was entitled to no more than the legacy of £200, since, the 
marriage having been declared null and void before the testator’s 
death, she could never have been described as his ‘“‘widow.’’ In 
Knox v. Wells (31 W. R. 559) the question arose on the use of 
the word “unmarried.” The testator bequeathed to A., his 
daughter-in-law, on the death of his son leaving A. surviving him, 
an annuity, ‘‘so long as she continues unmarried.” After the date 
of the will A. was divorced. She survived her husband and never 
re-married. Bacon, V.C., held that A. was not deprived of her 
right to the annuity as long as she answered her description in the 
will by continuing unmarried. In Bul/more v. Wynter (31 W. R. 
396, L. R. 22 Ch. D. 619) the testator had devised property upon 
trust for his daughter for life, and after her death in trust for any 
husband with whom she might intermarry, if he should survive her, 
for life. The daughter married and was divorced on the petition of 
her husband, who remarried and survived her. Fry, J., held that 
the person to whom the daughter was married and who had sur- 
vived her, was entitled to the property as her “‘ husband,” notwith- 
standing the fact that he was not her husband when she died.. If, 
however, the wife had remarried after the divorce, the decision 
must have been the other way ; and, consequently, the case will not 
become very valuable as an authority. ; 

The latest case of this kind (Jn re Lesingham’s Trusts, ante, p. 
694), was heard by North, J., only two days before the conclusion 
of the Trinity Sittings. The testatrix had bequeathed a fund to 
trustees on trust to pay the income to her husband for life, and at 
his death to divide it into four parts, and to hold one-fourth 
fm trust to pay the same to Julia Hughes, spinster, ‘‘if she 

then sole and unmarried, for her own benefit absolutely,” but, 
“if she be then married,” the trustees were to retain the said share 
in the fund upon trust for investment, and to stand possessed of the 
securities upon certain trusts for the benefit of Julia Hughes, her 
children, appointees, and next of kin.” Julia Hughes married 
during the lifetime of the testatrix, but, after the death of the 
latter and before that of the tenant for life, her marriage was dis- 
solved. She had three children, and she had not married again. 

question now arose whether she was entitled to an absolute 

in the fund, or merely to a life interest, with remainder to 

her children. North, J., held that the words “then sole and 
wmarried” did not mean ‘never having been married,” but ‘“ not 
having a husband at the time of the death of the tenant for life.” 
He pointed out that if Julia Hughes had married after the death of 
the tenant for life she would have taken the fund absolutely, and 
that, therefore, it could not be said that her children were to take 
an interest in any event. He held that the words clearly indicated 
& feme sole—that is, a» woman not under coverture—that the 
iption was wide enough to include a divorced woman as well 

48 a widow, and that, therefore, Julia Hughes was absolutely 
entitled to the share. Testators do not often contemplate a disso- 
or an annulment of marriage, but in each of the cases which 

We have noticed the interpretation adopted has been substantially 


accordance with the general scheme and intention of the will. | 





THE RIGHT TO SUPPORT OF LAND BY 
THE SUBJACENT STRATA. 


Wuen the surface of land and the underlying minerals are vested 
in different persons, interesting and intricate questions of law 
occasionally arise between the two owners as to the right of 
vertical support. If the surface-owner possesses this right, the 
value of the mine is manifestly diminished; for pillars of the 
mineral substance must be left unworked in order to support the 
roof, which, otherwise, might yield to the saperincumbent pres- 
sure. If, on the other hand, the owner of the mine is unrestricted 
in his operations, the removal of the entire stratum may involve 
the destruction of the surface. The determination of the mutual 
rights of the upper and lower owners is thus a question of sub- 
stantial importance, and has given rise of late years to much 
litigation. We shall presently call attention to the two most 
recent cases upon this subject (Bell v. Love, L. R. 10 Q. B. D. 
547, and Pountney v. Clayton, 31 W. R. 501, 664), but, before 
doing so, it may be useful to recall to the minds of our readers 
some of the principles which govern this divided ownership of 
land. 

It was definitively settled by the case of Bonomi v. Backhouse 
(7 W. R. 667, 9 H. L. Cas. 503) that the right to have land in its 
natural state—t.e., unincumbered with buildings—supported by the 
underlying s¢rata is an ordinary incident of property, and is not to 
be regarded as an easement. The surface-owner, therefore, pos- 
sesses a prima facie right to support, and if the owner of the 
minerals claims the right to let down the surface he must establish 
his title to do so by affirmative evidence. Where, however, an 
additional burden is imposed on the lower strata by heavy build- 
ings, the right to their support can only be acquired by twenty 
years’ actual enjoyment (Dalton v. Angus, 30 W. R. 191, 
L. R. 6 App. Cas. 740), and the right seems, from the judg- 
ment of the Lord Chancellor (Lord Selborne) in that case, 
to be an easement within the meaning of the Prescription 
Act (2 & 3 Will. 4, ec. 71). The case of Dalton v. A 
involved the consideration of the right of support from adjacent, 
not subjacent, land, but, for the present purpose, the two rights 
may be regarded as identical; and the reader will find in the 
opinions of the judges consulted by the House of Lords a complete 
examination of the authorities bearing upon both branches of the 
subject. 

We have next to consider how the right to let down the surface 
may originate. When the origin of the severance is unknown, the 
rights of the respective owners are determined by the foregoing 
principles, and the surface-owner enjoys the right to support as a 
natural incident of his property; but in general the severance 
takes place by virtue of a contract, evidenced by a deed, Act of 
Parliament, or award, upon the construction of which depend the 
rights of the contracting parties and their successors in title. It 
was decided in Hilton v. Lord Granville (5 Q. B. 701), a 
case which was followed in Blackett v. Bradley (1 B. & S. 940), 
that a “custom” of working mines without leaving any support, 
and so as to let down the surface, was unreasonable and bad; but 
an express grant (Rowbotham vy. Wilson, 5 W. R. 820, 8 H. L. C. 
348) or reservation (Buchanan v. Andrew, L. R. 2 H. L. Sc. 286) of 
the right to destroy the surface may be legally included in the 
contract. The intention of the parties, however, must be ex- 
pressed in unambiguous language, for the natural right of 
support will not be lost except by a clear provision to that 
effect (see Gill v. Dickinson, 28 W. R. 415, L. R. 5 Q@ 
B. D. 159; Mundy v. Duke of Rutland, 31 W. R. 5 10, 
L. R. 23 Ch. D. 81). The easement of additional support 
for buildings may be acquired by a purchaser, when the vendor 
who reserves the minerals knows that the object of the pur- 
chaser is to place buildings on the land (Caledonian 
Company v. Sprott, 2 Macq. 449; Rigby v. Bennet#, 31 W. R. 
222, L. R. 21 Ch. D. 559). This rests on the well-known 
principle that a vendor cannot derogate from his own grant ; but no 
similar considerations apply where the owner retains the surface and 
sells the mines ; for the surface-owner in claiming support insists 
only on the maintenance of the status gwo, and does not seek to 
impose any new burden upon the tenement which he has conveyed 
to the purchaser. p 

The right to support from the minerals, and the right to let 
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down the surface, evidently involve the same question, regarded 
from opposite sides; and it seems to us that much confusion has 
been introduced by treating the two owners as the claimants of 
active and inconsistent rights over the property of each other. 
What is called “the right of support” is in reality the right of 
undisturbed possession of the owner’s property, and the real 
question in all cases seems to be whether the owner of the mines 
has acquired the right to damage or destroy the surface of the 
land. If he has acquired the right, the surface-owner has, of 
course, no right of action; if he has not acquired the right, 
and subsidence takes place, he may still have a good defence 
by showing that the subsidence was caused by the loading 
of the surface with buildings, and not by the excavation 
alone; but if the buildings are ancient this defence is not 
Fp and the defendant is liable as if they formed part of 

e soil. 

These principles will assist us in the consideration of the cases to 
which we have referred, the facts of which we must now briefly 
state. In Bell vy. Love (L. R. 10 Q. B. D. 547) the question 
mainly turned upon the construction of an Inclosure Act, but much 
of the law relating to the right of support was discussed and illus- 
trated. The following reswmé of the facts of the case will suffice 
for the purposes of the present article. In the year 1772 Elvet 
Moor, being part of the waste of the Manor of Elvet, was, in pur- 
suance of an Inclosure Act and award, allotted in certain shares to 
the lords of the manor and the persons possessing rights of common 
over the waste, in right of ancient freehold or leasehold dwelling- 
houses within the manor; and the Act provided that all right of 
common should be extinguished, and that the allotments should be 
held by the same tenure, estates, and terms of years as the respec- 
tive dwelling-houses in right of which the same were made were 
then held. One of these allotments had been made to the plaintiff's 
predecessor in title in respect of an ancient freehold messuage ; and 
upon this land a dwelling-house had been erected before 1826, and 
subsequently enlarged in 1854. The defendants were the lessees 
of the minerals under the plaintiff's land, and in the course of their 
mining operations they worked out the coal underlying the dwell- 
ing-house without leaving sufficient support for the roof of the 
mine, which consequently subsided and damaged the plaintiff's 
house. The defendants claimed under the lords of the manor, and 
their liability, therefore, depended on the question whether, under 
the Inclosure Act, the lords of the manor had a right to let down 
the surface. Previously to the passing of the Act the soil of the 
moor, as well as the minerals beneath it, was vested in the lords ; 
and, subject to the commoners’ rights, they had full power to let 
down the surface (see Hall y. Byron, 25 W. R. 317, L. BR. 4 Ch. 
D. 667). But the Inclosure Act placed the rights of the parties on 
a new foundation, and vested the soil of this particular plot in the 
plaintiff's predecessor. The manner in which the mineral rights of 
the lords were dealt with was defined by two provisoes in the Act. 
By the first it was provided that nothing therein contained should 
prejudice the right of the lords to the royalties, but that they 
should continue to hold and enjoy the same “ in as full, ample, and 
beneficial manner” as they might have held and enjoyed the same 
in case the Act had not been made. The second proviso fixed a 
maximum sum of £5 yearly as compensation for surface : 
but the court held that this proviso contemplated only temporary 
injury, and was, therefore, not applicable to the case of total des- 
truction of the surface, or to permanent injury arising from 


ce. 

Upon these facts, the Queen’s Bench Division, and afterwards the 
Court of ae held that the plaintiffs were entitled to judgment. 
The difficulty arose from the conflicting rights which appeared to 
be conferred on the parties by the Act of Parliament for the 

of ground on which the plaintiff's house stood had been vested 
in fee simple in his predecessor, and was, therefore, primd facie 
entitled to support as a “‘natural incident,” whereas the mining 
rights, which before the Act included that of letting down the 
SES Caan al be the Neils of the manor in the most un- 

terms. inconsistency wasingeniousl laine awa 

Lord Justice Bageallay, who sail that * Chasent Velets the bot. 
be lords to work the minerals, subject to the then 
rights of the commoners, they were entitled under the Act to work 
them subject to the substituted rights of the commoners—that is, 
to their nghts 26 owners of 4 freehold surface to have that surface 
supported. The same conclusion might have been reached by | 


: 





—— ae 
considering that the onus of proof lay upon the defendant, which 
he failed to sustain by these ambiguous, if not conflicting, provisoes, 
This case will repay the most attentive perusal; but, towards the 
close of Lord Justice Lindley’s judgment, a dictum occurs which 
should be received with caution. He says that, “even if 
the Inclosure Act ought to be construed as contended by the 
defendants ””—that is, if it conferred a right to let down the 
surface—‘ Dalton y. Angus shows that, as the house had existed 
more than twenty years before it was undermined, the defendant 
had no right to let it down.” It is, perhaps, sufficient to point out 
that, in Dalton v. Angus, there existed a right of support for the 
soil in its natural state, and the only question was as to the right 
of additional support for buildings. It is not easy to see how a 
easement of support can be acquired by a house resting on soil 
which may, at any time, be let down. At all events, if this 
the law, it carries the doctrine to a point never previously 
attained. : 

In Pountney v. Clayton (31 W. R. 501, 664) a railway com. 
pany had, under their compulsory powers, taken certain land which 
they afterwards sold to the plaintiff as ‘‘ superfluous.” Previously, 
however, to the acquisition of the land by the railwa company, 
the owner had granted to the defendant a lease of the minerals 
which conferred no right to let down the surface. Although ther 
had been no dealings between the company and the defendant, the 
Court of Appeal held, reversing the decision of the Queen’s Bench 
Division, that the plaintiff, whose house had been “‘let down,” 
could not recover damages from the defendant. The ground of 
this decision was that, upon the construction of sections 77— 
79 of the Railways Clauses Act, 1845, a company whith 
does not purchase the minerals gets no right of support, but only 
the power of protecting itself from being ‘let down” by rn 
the procedure indicated by the Act, and that as the compan 
not themselves buy the right of support, they could not it 
toa purchaser. Does not this reasoning, however, lose sight of 
the fact that the right of support is a “natural incident” which 
pertains to property unless it can be shown that the mineral owner 
has acquired the inconsistent right to let down the surface? The 
right is here regarded rather asa separate item of property to which 
a continuous title must be traced. According to the view which 
we take of the nature of this right, it might be suspended during the 
occupancy of the land by a railway company, and revive on the 
land coming into the possession of private persons. It seems clear 
that a purchaser of “superfluous ” land would not be entitled undet 
the Railways Clauses Act to protect himself against the 
owner by exercising the powers conferred on “‘ the com 
it is not an unreasonable conclusion to draw, that, as he 
reap the benefit, so he should not be subjected to the b 
sections 77—79. These sections define the rights of the 
and the mine-owner solely on the supposition that the 
used for the construction of the railway; but when it is s0 
“superfluous” they cease to have any application. In 
Western Railway Company v. Bennett (15 W. BR. 647, L. 
H. L. 27), on the authority of which Pountney v. Clayton seem 
to have been decided, the mines had not been severed when 
surface was sold to the company, and that circumstance 
guishes the case from Pountney v. Clayton, where the mines weft 
vested in a lessee who had no right to let down the surface. 
effect of the decision in the last-mentioned case is that, by a 
veyance of the surface to the company, the lessee of the 
acquired a right which he did not previously possess. h a 
clusion is certainly startling, and we should consider it 
reasonable to hold that, when a lessor of mines, with a 
support for the surface, conveys the surface to a railway 
they will take the land with the right of su for it 
natural state, with the further rights conferred Act 
purpose of securing the stability of their works. 
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THE NEW RULES OF COURT. 


VII.—Triut sy Jury. 


Areat alarm has been raised about the supposed abolition of 
trial by jury ; but one who looks with care at the rules on this 
point will be astonished both at the outcry and at its cause. 

By the old rule (ord. XXXVI, r. 3) the plaintiff might, in the 
first instance, elect between judge and jury, but the defendant 
night force a jury upon him ; by rule 4 their positions were simply 
reversed, where the defendant gave notice of trial on plaintiff's 
default. But this apparent right to have a jury (and we here leave 
out of account referees and assessors) was limited by rule 26, by 
which a judge might direct any issue to be tried without a jury, if 
it might before have been so tried without consent—#.e., in effect, 
if the cause belonged to a class which was not only more numerous 
than, but which included, all matters assigned to the Chancery 
Division by the Judicature Act. It is not necessary to discuss now 
the practice which was followed in the exercise of this discretion. 
It is enough to say that, in the vast majority of actions brought 
in the Chancery Division, the suitors acquiesced in a trial before 
the judge alone, although, since the coming into operation of the 
Judicature Act (for reasons which have been much discussed), a 
very large proportion of the actions commenced there have been 
actions in no way proper to [that division. That this was, to a 
great extent, due to a desire on the part of solicitors and counsel 
to keep the causes in that division, from which an order fora trial 
by jury would, either in part or in whole, have withdrawn them, 
is no doubt true; but if allowance is to be made for that circum- 
stance, weight must be given, on the other side, to the increasing 
disposition shown in actions brought in the Queen’s Bench Division 
to give notice of trial before a judge alone. On the occasion, how- 
ever, of applications being made under rule 26, a contest frequently 
arose which, as the decisions show, it was not easy to solve on any 
clear principle. ; 

Now, comparing with ‘this practice the new rules (and still 
omitting referees and assessors), the right of either party to insist 
on a trial by jury is, practically, undiminished. By ord. XXXVI., 
r. 8, indeed, causes or matters assigned by the Judicature Act to 
the Chancery Division are to be tried by a judge alone, “ unless the 
court or a judge shall otherwise order;” but the causes and 
matters so assigned were previously subject to the old rule 26, and, 
whatever doubt there might be with respect to other matters, 
probably no instance could be produced of an action falling within 
this class being sent for trial before a jury. Practically, there- 
fore, there is here no alteration, although it is conceivable that 
there may have been a small number of cases falling within the 
class of causes assigned to the Chancery Division, in which one of 
the parties elected trial by jury, and in which no order to the con- 
trary was made by the judge under rule 26. 

As to the next class, that in which the issue could, before the 
Act, have been tried, without consent, without a jury, the rule 
temains unchanged, and is repeated as rule 4. 

A third class is provided for by rule 5, by which “the court or 
a judge may direct a trial, without a jury, of any cause, matter, 
or issue requiring any prolonged examination of documents or 
accounts, or any scientific or local investigation, which cannot, in 
their or his opinion, conveniently be made with a jury.” This is 
mere re-enactment. Such a trial will, no doubt, as now, frequently 
take the form of a reference ; but no one will be likely to complain 
if he can obtain the judge himself on his tribunal. The right to a 

trial is in no way interfered with. 

t us come, then, to what makes the change, and see what this 
chan go amounts to. Rule 7 (@) provides that, subject to certain 
limitations, the mode of trial shall be by a judge without a jury, 
reserving, however, power to the court or a judge “in any such 
tase,” and ‘at any time,” to order “any cause, matter, or issue 
to be tried” b This, then, is the rule; but what are the 
limitations ? ‘There are two; but with so slender a difference that 
it could soom hardly worth while to make the distinction. By 
tale 6, in every cause or matter, which is neither a matter of 
pprclonsed examination,” nor a matter assigned to the Chancery 

on, nor one which could formally, without consent, be tried 
before & judge alone (that is, in every case except those where, in 
oe, an order of reference, or an order for trial before a judge 
tone, would, if necessary, have been made), upon the application 





of any party, ‘‘an order shall be made for a trial with a jury”; 
subject, however, to one exception, the exception of a class 
of action in which apparently the right to a jury trial has 
been guarded with especial care. This exception is created by rule 
2, and consists of actions for slander, libel, false imprisonment, 
malicious prosecution, seduction, and breach of promise of marriage ; 
as to those the plaintiff may, in his notice of trial, and the defend- 
ant may, by notice within four days from the service of notice of 
trial, or such extended time as the court or judge may allow (orin 
his notice of trial, when he gives it in default of plaintiff's doing 
so), ‘‘ signify his desire to have the issues of fact tried by a judge 
with a jury, and thereupon the same shall be so tried.” The dis- 
tinction, therefore, is this : that in the peculiarly favoured class of 
actions, the plaintiff who desires a jury must “signify his desire” 
to that effect in his notice of trial, or lose his chance altogether; 
the defendant has more chances, for he may “ signify his desire” 
within the four days, or may get an extension of 
time for doing it; if, however, the plaintiff gives no 
notice of trial, and the defendant is first to do it, the defendant 
in his turn must claim a jury in his notice of trial, or lose his 
chance altogether, while the plaintiff has already lost his by giving 
no notice of trial at all, which was the only opportunity he ever 
had. We say “ lose his chance altogether,” because these provi- 
sions being contained in rule 2, and rules 3, 4, and 5, containing 
the other three classes already noticed, rule 6 says that the applica- 
tion for a jury (which is an application as of right) may be made 
‘in any other cause or matter” ; plainly excluding the causes and 
matters which have preceded. The strange result therefore is, 
that the peculiarly favoured class of actions is, indeed, to be tried 
before a jury without any application for that purpose, if the 
“desire” is signified in the right way, and at the right time (in- 
cluding, as to the defendant, the extended time—i.e., extended at 
discretion) ; but, if the due opportunity be missed, no other oppor- 
tunity is left for claiming it as @ right, and the case must be tried 
before a judge alone, unless, under 7 (a.), “the court or a judge” 
see fit, on some special application, to order a trial by jury. The 
right is preserved ; it is only the mode of its exercise that is un- 
duly cramped. 

This, then, is the sum total of the change that is to be effected 
by the new rules in this matter; and, having expressed some 
surprise at the thinness of the distinction drawn between the two 
classes provided for in rule 2 and rule 6, and still more surprise at 
the disadvantage at which a too amxious care has placed the objects 
of its solicitude, we must now express most ise of at 
the method which the rules take of placing a very slight impedi- 
ment in the way of those who, under rule 6, wish to have their 
cases tried by a jury. It might have been thought enough that 
the party should “signify his desire” by a notice ; but though, no 
doubt, he must give a notice, he must also make an “‘ application,” 
which, however, when made, cannot be denied. This application 
must be at chambers; being ex parte (for no cause can be shown 
against it), it will not need a summons, unless, indeed, so required 
by the “‘ proper officer” (who will, in this case, be the “‘ proper 
officer” under ord. LXXI. r. 1?), or by a judge; but still, there 
will be the useless cost of an application, in addition to the con- 
sequent notice to the other side. Or, if a summons to the other 
side, requiring his attendance, should, for some occult reason, be 
needed, any further notice may, perhaps, be thus dispensed with ; 
but a new occasion for that “summons of alarming sound” will 
have been invented. Or is, perhaps, this eae wr ” to take 
its place in the all-containing “omnibus” At all events, 
here is a matter for which there must at least be an adjournment 
to a date later than the time when “particulars of writ” are 
ordered, and for which, if no other fit occasion has arisen, there 
must be a two-day notice to bring it on. But dite placust. It 
can hardly be imagined that any one who wishes to have his cause 
tried by a jury will be deterred by the cost of an “a if 
which cannot be refused; nor would it be to the 
eminent authors of the rules to suppose that they intended to 
resort to so indirect and puerile a device for frustrating the desires 
of suitors, as that of making their attainment burdensome in this 
a degree. The real and very rational intention was, doubtless, 
to let business come, a of course, before judges without juries, 
leaving to the parties, in every case where they had it before, the 
right to a jury trial if they desired i, and requiring enly that they 
should express that desire. 
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Whether this intention has been carried out in the wisest way is 
another question. In one respect, indeed, it seems hardly possible 
the arrangement can stand ; by the old rule (rule 3) the election as 
of right could only be made within a specified time ; after that 
period the party depended on extension of time being granted to 
him ; under the new rule (rule 6) no limit of time is fixed for the 
application, which may, therefore, be made at any time (for there 
is nothing in the rules to prevent the application from being made 
after the cause has been entered in the “without juries” list 
under rule 29); and when made, it “shall” be granted. Had 
rules 2 and 6 been both omitted, and rule 7 (a.), coming in the 
place of rule 2, run thus: that in every cause or matter the mode 
of trial should be by a judge without a jury; provided (1) that 
the judge might at any time order any cause, matter, or issue to 
be tried by a judge with a jury, or by a judge sitting with 
assessors, or by an official referee or special referee with or without 
assessors; (2) that if any party to any cause or matter should, by 
notice to be given in the notice of trial, or within (say) four days 
after the service thereof, or within such extended time as a judge 
should allow, require that such cause or matter or any issue of 
fact therein should be tried by a jury, the same should be so tried, 
subject, however, to the regulations contained in rules 3, 4, and 5, 
already referred to; the design of the framers of the rules would 
apparently have been attained, at the cost of fewer words, with 
greater simplicity, and with less inconvenience and expense to 
suitors. 

It is a curious instance of disorder that 7 (a.), leading off with 
the general rule in favour of judge-trials, is followed by 7 (8.) (c ) 
and (d.) on the very special subject of special juries. For the 
rest rules 8 and 9 reproduce the old rules 6 and 7; rule 10 saves 
the provisions of the Common Law Procedure Act as to arbi- 
tration ; and apparently, it is not intended to continue references 
to the masters. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


DECLARATIONS OF FUTURE RIGHTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—In reference to your correspondent’s complaint that the new 
rules do not empower the j to make declarations of future 
rights, would Fog. allow me to suggest’ that ord. 25, r. 5, if liberally 
construed by jndges, would meet his point ? T. E. R. 

1, Lincoln-inn- , London, W.C., Aug. 17. 


[The rule referred to by our correspondent is practically only a | ™8* 


ee cree eee ee See 1852. 








CASES BEFORE THE BANKRUPTCY 
REGISTRARS. 


Before Mr. Rucistran Murray. 
Ang. 2.—In re Claxton. 


Registration—Mecting—Bankruptey Act, 


=e Rescluti 
1869, ss. 125, 126—Powers of creditors in meeting—Election of for 
fresh chairman. 


Nathaniel Claxton filed a petition for liquidation and composition under 
sections 125 and 126 of the vy Act, 1869. At the first meeting the 
debtor’ s solicitor read out to the meeting the resolutions and called 
on the chairman, one Hanson, who had been chairman, to the 
resolutions. The chairman declined to sign and stated that he #) not 
act 2s chairman. He then vacated the chair and refused to take any further 
part in the meeting. 

The mecting then elected 2 Mr. Hopper chairman, who thereupon took 
the chair and proceeded to put the resolutions to the meeting, and the 
eee ee Se One of the resolutions provided that the 
dcbtor should * execute a bill of sale” to one Baird to secure payment of 
the composition. 





_ Wyett Hort, in of application to register.—As to the 

there was no y. The creditors have an undoubted right to sub- 
Mubute one chus for another in a case like the present. The con- 
stitution of was in no sense altered during the time which 
Gapeel. Wt is true the case is one of firet imupression, but what the 
renga ty tnd amnenaadiryatoan ie + oad the power of every meet- 
ing. The resolutions aze not passed yn RN ere ee 


debtor. The alleged invalidity and innsufficiency of the bill of gal 
directed to be given by the debtor to a creditor to secure the composition 


can be no objection to the registration, for the bill of sale need not hy 


given until these resolutions are registered. 
Willis, contra.—The bill of sale is bad under the Bills of Sale Act, 1899, 
It does not assign all the debtor’s property to secure the due payment of 
the composition nor even a considerable part of it. The whole resolution 
directing the bill of sale is too indefinite and too uncertain. The meeting 
was at an end when the chairman refused to act and vacated the chair, 
Murray, Registrar, declined to register the resolutions, on the 
that the election of a second chairman at the first meeting was a fatal 
irregularity, since the meeting had no power to elect a second chairman upg 
refusal or inability of the one first elected to act, and that the resolu’ 
were too indefinite to bind the dissentient minority of the creditors, the 
resolutions not providing what property the bill of sale was to assign, 
Solicitor, John Hayward. 








OBITUARY. 


MR, FREDERICK BRIDGMAN. 


Mr. Frederick Bridgman, Queen’s Advocate and Acting Chief Justice 
of the Gold Coast Colony, died at Cape Coast Castle on the 5th of 
last. Mr. Bridgman was the eldest son of Mr. Frederick H 
Bridgman, and was born in 1837. He was called to the bar at the 
Inner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1860, and for more than twenty-two 
years he practised on the South-Eastern Circuit, and at the Sussex and 
Brighton Sessions. About a year ago he left England for West Africa, on 
receiving the appointment of Queen’s Advocate for the Gold Coast Colony, 
Very soon after his arrival in the colony, he was called upon to actas 
Chief Justice, and he was, with great ability, discharging the duties of 
that office when he was attacked with fever, and died after a very short 
illness. Mr. Bridgman was unmarried. The following notification has 
been published in the Government Gazette for the Gold Coast Colony:— 
‘It is with deep regret that the Lieutenant-Governor and Deputy for the 
Governor-in-Chief announces the death, at Cape Coast, on the 5th of May 
instant, of his Honour, the late Acting Chief Justice, Frederick Bridg- 
man, Esq., Queen’s Advocate. By this sad event the Government of 
Gold Coast has been deprived of one of its best officers, and the bench and 
pc bar have lost a member who was an ornament to his profession in this 
colony.”” 


MR. JOHN FAWCETT. 


Mr. John Fawcett, barrister, died at his residence, Petteril Bank, near 
Carlisle, on the 23rd ult., in liis eighty-eighth year. Mr. Fawcett was the 
eldest son of the Rev. John Fawcett, of St. Cuthbert’s, Carlisle, and was 
born in 1796. He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Michael- 
mas Term, 1827. Mr. Fawcett formerly practised on the Northern Oir- 
cuit, and he acted for several years as a commissioner of bankruptcy under 
the old system. He was a deputy-lieutenant for Cumberland, ands 
istrate for that county and for the city of Carlisle. Mr. Fawcett was 
married to the daughter of the late Mr. Joseph Hodgson, of Carlisle. His 
eldest son, Mr. John Henry Fawcett, was called to the bar at the Middle 
Temple in Trinity Term, 1857, and is now Consul-General and Judge of 
the Supreme Consular Court at Constantinople. 





MR, WILLIAM DICKENS. 


Mr. William Dickens, barrister, died at his residence, Cherington, 
Warwickshire, on the 18th inst., at the age of ninety. Mr. Dickens was 
the eldest son of the Rev. William Dickens, Rector of Cherington, and 
was bornin 1793. He was educated at Rugby and at Exeter College, 
Oxford. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 1820 and he prac- 
tised for seven or eight years on the Midland Circuit. Mr. Dickens was 4 
dep cer ee 2 for Warwickshire, and a segue for that county and 

orcestershire and Gloucestershire. In 1848 he was elected chait- 
man of quarter sessions for Warwickshire, and, notwithstanding his great 
he retained that position until his death. 


MR, JOHN SMITH THORNTON, 


Mr. John Smith Thornton died at Huddersfield on the 9th mast. 
Thornton. was born at Kirkheaton in 1818. He was brought up to the 
law in the office of Mr. Turner, of H , was engaged for 4 
period of nearly twenty years by the late firm of Mesers. oe oe 

oA 


& Rayner, of Huddersfield, was next in the office of the 
John Clay, and for a short time was with the late Yr. Thomas Robinson, 
H ld, He then left that district and went to Selby, where for 
about nine years he was in the office of Mr. A. Bantoft, and afterwards 
he returned to Huddersfield, and was engaged by Messrs, Floyd & 
Learoyd, and he remained with that firm (now Mebers, cons & Co) 
for 4 of about twenty years, 4 hg the termination of 
eye Teche an oxiginal Oe seas 
a ¥ 7 character; very nal in his remarks, 
and fe = ga was a man of great determination. In the early 
part of his life he took great interest in politics, and his views 
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———— 

were Conservative. In later years he did not take an active part in 

cal matters except at the iod of the election of Mr. T. P. 

Erossland to represent uddersfield, and when a petition was presented 

the return of that gentleman, Mr. Thornton worked hard in the 

tion of the evidence for the defence which rendered the petition 

le. He was well known in the profession as an able conveyancer, and 

he probably knew more about the titles of property in this district than 

any other person in Huddersfield. His skill and knowledge have, on 

many occasions, won for him the respect and thanks of members of the 

profession, and the sympathy of many persons will go forth to his 

idow and children in the loss they have sustained, while- they will hold 

long in memory the recollection of the quaint sayings and able work 

done by one who of late years has been almost the only connecting link 

between the pay and past generation of the legal profession in the 
town of Huddersfield.” 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Doveras Strarcut, a puisne judge of the High Court at Allahabad, 
has been appointed to act as Chief Justice of the North-West Provinces of 
India during the absence of Sir Robert Stuart. Mr. Justice Straight is 
the. son of the late Mr. Robert Marshall Straight, barrister, clerk of 
arraigns at the Central Criminal Court. He was born in 1844, and he was 
educated at Harrow. He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 
Michaelmas Term, 1865, and he formerly practised on the Home Circuit 
and at the Surrey Sessions and the Central Criminal Court. He was 
formerly one of the junior prosecuting counsel to the Treasury, and in 
1875 he was a commissioner for inquiring into the existence of corrupt 

ices in the borough of Boston. He was M.P. for the borough of 
wsbury in the Conservative interest from 1870 till 1874. He was 
—" a puisne judge of the High Court of the North-West Provinces 


Mr. TuzoporeE Joun Smiru, solicitor (of the firm of Smith & Atkinson), 
of Rye and Hastings, has been ks Wy nner Clerk to the Rye Board of Guar- 
dians, Assessment Committee, and Rural Sanitary Authority. Mr. Smith 
Teg eieie a solicitor in 1874. He is clerk to the Rye and Udimore 

00l Boards. 


Mr. Freperick Mzapows Wuirz, Q.C., who has been appointed 
Recorder of the City of Canterbury, in succession to Mr. George Francis, 
(pow was formerly fellow of Magdalen College, Oxford, where he gradu- 

second class in parm and third class in mathematics in 1852, and he 
obtained the Ellerton Prize in 1854. He was called to the bar at the Inner 
Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1853, and he is a member of the South- 


Eastern Circuit. He became a Queen’s Counsel in 1877, and he is a 
bencher of the Inner Temple. 


Mr. Jonny Broapwicu Parkryson, solicitor (of the firm of Needham, 
Parkinson, & Slack), has been appointed solicitor to the New Jerusalem 
Church Conference. Mr. Parkinson was admitted a solicitor in 1874. 


Mr. Joun Yanpsz, solicitor (of the firm of Yarde & Loader), of 1, 
Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, has been appointed London solicitor to 


the New Jerusalem Church Conf ¥ . = i 
safle erence. r. Yarde was admitted a 


© Reece by ay ee (of the firm of Welchman & Carrick), 
ach an well, has been appointed Clerk to the Leverington 
School Board. Mr. Welchman was adwitted a solicitor in 187. 


Mr. Henry Brunet Wurrr, solicitor, of Carmarthen, has been appointed 
& Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Ju cane. 


The Right Hon. Joun Bram Batrovr, Q.C., M.P., Lord Advocate of 
d, has been sworn in as a member of the Privy Council. 








LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Aug. 16.—Bitls Read a First Time. 
Bankruptcy ; National Debt ; Expiring Laws Continuance. 


Bitls Read a Second Time. 


Parliamentary Eloctions (C t tices) ; 
Hoepitale (lrel ad). (Corrupt and Tegal Practices); Cholera 


Bill in Committee. 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (Nos. 1, 5, 6, 7, 8). 


Bills Read a Third Time. 
ons Bi.i.—Stratford-upon-Avon, Towcester, and Midland Juno- 


way, 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (Nos, 2, 3, 4, 9, 10, 11); Public 
Health ant 5 (Su of Sewers), Amendment : Agriculteral Holdings 


(England) ; Giessen Prevention (Metropolis), 


Aug. 17.—Bills Read a Second Time. 

Bankruptcy ; National Debt; Isle of Wight Highways; Labourers 

(Ireland). 
Bills in Committee. 

Local Government Provisional Orders (Nos. 2, 9); Cholera Hospitals 

(Ireland). 
Aug. 18.—Bills in Committee. 

Stolen Goods (Payment of Compensation); Medical Acts Amendment 

(Cost of Certificate); Public Works Loans. 


Bills Read a Third Time. 
Tramways and Public Companies (Ireland) ; Statute Law Revision and 
Civil Procedure; Trial of Lunatics ; Public Works Loans. 
Aug. 20.—Bill Read a First Time. 
Appropriation. 
Bills Read a Second Time. 
Merchant Shipping (Fishing Boats) ; Superannuation. 


Bills Read a Third Time. 
Revenue and Friendly Societies; Epidemic and other Diseases Preven- 
tion; Municipal Corporations (Borough Constables). 
Aug. 21.—Bills read a Second Time. 
Appropriation ; Post Office (Money Orders) Acts Amendment. 


Bills in Committee. 
Superannuation ; Merchant Shipping (Fishing Boats). 


Bills Read a Third Time. 


Agricultural Holdings (Scotland); Provident Nominations and Small 
Intestacies (Friendly, &c., Societies). 


Aug. 20.—Royal Assent. 

The Royal Assent was given by Commission to the following Acts :— 
Companies ; Metropolitan Board of Works (Money); Supreme Court of 
Judicature (Funds, &c.); Payment of Wages in Public-houses Prohibi- 
tion; Greenwich Hospital; Companies (Colonial i ; Cheap 
Trains; Irish Reproductive Loan Fund Amendment; Di Preven- 
tion (Metropolis); City of London Parochial Charities; Mersey (Gun- 
powder) ; addan’s Patent; Bexley Heath Railway ; of 
Portsmouth, Kingston, Fratton, and Southsea Tramways ; ith- 
Western (Bournemouth Railway); South-Western (Various Powers) ; 
Mersey Railway ; Metropolitan Board of Works (District Railway 
Ventilators); Windsor and Eton Waterworks ; Great Western Railway; 
Barmill and Kilwinning Railway; Freshwater, Yarmouth, and N 
Railway ; Harrison’s Estate ; Ogmore Dock and Railway ; South 
Bridge ; Eastern and Midlands Railway ; Barnet District Gas and Water; 
Brighton Marine Kursaal; Holsworthy and Bude Railway ; Brentford 
and Isleworth Tramways and New Roads; London, ee. ons South- 

and 


end Railway ; Exeter, Teign Valley, and Pe agg Railway Bars. yp 
District Railway; Metropolitan Outer Circle Railway ; 3 
Central Wales Junction Railway ; Oxford, Aylesbury, and Metropolitan 
ee Portsmouth Corporation; Regent’s Canal, City, and Docks 
way. 
Bill Read a First Time. 
Local Government Board (Scotland). 


Bilis Read a Second Time. 
Education (Scotland) ; Expiring Laws Continuance. 


Bills tn Commitiee. 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9); reer Parlia- 
mentary Elections (Corrupt and Megal Practices); National 
Bills Read @ Third Time. 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (Nos. 1, 5, 6, 7, and 8). 


Aug. 21.— Bills Read a Second Time. 
Corrupt Practices (Suspension of Elections); Public Works Loans ; 
Medals; Railways and Public Companies (Ireland). 


Bills in Commitioe. 
Isle of Wight Highways ; Labourers (Ireland) ; Education (Scotland) ; 
Expiring Laws Continuance. 
Bills Read a Third Time. 
Patents for Inventions; Cholera Hospitals (Ireland). 


Aug. 22.— Bills Read a Seoond Fime. 
Revenue and Friendly Societies ; Municipal Corporations (Borough 
Constables) ; Epidemic and other Diseases Prevention). 
Bills in Commitioe. 
Revenue and Friendly Societies; Corrapt Practices (Sus 
tions); Medals; Public Works Loans ; Ways 


(Ireland). 
Bills Read a Third Time, 


Revenue and Friendly Societies; Isle of Wight ways; National 
Debt; Parliamentary (Corrupt i Te eet (Scot- 


ion of Elec- 
Public Companies 





land); Expiring Laws Continuance. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Aug. 16.—Bills Read a Third Time. 
Private Brus.—Harrison’s Estate ; Holsworthy and Bude Railway. 


Aug. 17.—Bills Read a Second Time, 

Municipal Corporations (Borough Constables) ; Epidemic and other 
Diseases Pusvention; Statute Law Revision; Statute Law Revision and 
Civil Procedure ; Trial of Lunatics ; Public Works Loans. 

Bills in Committee. 

Medals ; Post Office Protection; Tramways and Public Companies 
(Ireland) ; Statute Law Revision; Statute Law Revision and Civil Pro- 
cedure ; Trial of Lunatics ; Revenue and Friendly Societies. 

Bills Read a Third Time. 

Private Brt.—Regent’s Canal, City, and Docks Railway. 
Parliamentary Registration ; Medals; Statute Law Revision (Ireland). 
Aug. 22.—Bills in Committee. 

Appropriation ; Post Office (Money Orders) Acts Amendment. 


Bills Read a Third Time. 


Patents for Inventions; Merchant Shipping (Fishing Boats) ; Post Office 
(Money Orders) Acts Amendment. 








LEGAL NEWS. 


The judge of the Birmingham County Court delivered his decision on 
Thursday in the case of four bailiffs who were charged with extortion and 
misconduct. One bailiff was disqualified from holding office altogether, 
two were suspended for two months and one month respectively, and the 
charge against the fourth was dismissed. 


A judge of county courts writes to the the TZimes:—‘‘In your 
leading article of Saturday, referring to the visit of Lord Coleridge 
to the United States, you say that the Lord Chief Justice of England and 
his fellow travellers of the English bench and barare ‘ going to be adopted 
by bar messes of the United States, as an English leader of one circuit 
is admitted an honorary member of the bar mess of another to which he 
has come on a special retainer.’ May I be itted to testify, from my 
own personal experience, to the cordial spirit of courtesy and camaraderie 
that is not new in the treatment of their English brethren by the members 
of the bench and bar of the United States. In 1875 I was instructed to 
watch a case of considerable importance in which numerous English bond- 
holders were interested, and which was then pending in the Circuit Court 
of the United States. On my arrival at Washington I was at once admitted 
by one of the judges of the Supreme Court to audience in the suit in virtue 
of my standing as an English barrister, and subsequently in its several 
stages I was permitted to take part as counsel in the conduct of the case, 
to argue in court and examine witnesses, &c., wrcigy Soe progress, and 
pro hac vice to every privilege to which I would have m entitled if I 
had been an American citizen and a duly admitted member of the United 
States bar. From first to last, I received from the learned judges, as well as 
from those whom I may be permitted even now to term my brethren of the 
United States bar, the utmost kindness and courtesy, and was welcomed 
as a comrade in a spirit that I shall never forget.’’ 


At the Mansion House, on Monday last, Mr. Albert Greaves appeared on 

a summons issued at the instance of the Incorporated Law Society, 
charging him with wilfully and falsely pretending that he was a duly- 
qualified solicitor. Mr.C. 0. Humphreys, solicitor for the prosecution, 
said he appeared for the complainant, Mr. M’Cullagh, barrister; but the 
proceedings were instituted by the Incorporated Law Society, who thought 
it right to take the matter up as an offence against the Solicitors Act, 
1874, section 12, which provided that any person who wilfully and falsely 
pretends to be a duly-qualified solicitor shall be guilty of an offence 
£10 


for each offence. Mr. M’Cullagh received a letter signed ‘Albert 
Greaves,” and dated from 34, Edward-street, Penton-place, 8.E., stati 
that he was instructed by a Mr. Oliver to apply for the payment of £1 14s. 
due in oS Ee ioe oe 2Sog. ne. t if the sum were not paid 
) Bama ng Saturday he sh issue to enforce payment. 
pon the receipt of that letter, Mr. M’Cullagh searched the List, 
the Law Society. The defendant 


admitted writing the letter. He had on the rolls as a solicitor for 
twenty-six years, but had not taken out his certificate since 1877, in conse- 


quence of pro! illness. The lainant gave evidence in su’ 
of Mr. Hum 8 statement. The defendant os to cross- 
examine wii to the sum of £1 14s., when Sir Andrew Lusk 





Mr. Oliver, and paid the himse Why should not 
debt collector who wrote a letter and charged one shi 
under the Act? Mr. Humphreys said probably he would. } 
had the reports of several similar cases taken up by the law 

in Bristol and Swansea. The amount of the penalty was 
within the discretion of the court. He did not wish to press the 
case harshly against the defendant, as it was an isolated case. Sir Andrew 
Lusk said when he was shown the letter his impression was that it was a soli. 
citor applying for payment of a debt, and he wanted it to go forth to the 
world that people were not allowed to do these things. If the defendan 
would promise not to co it again he would — judgment. Mr 
Humphreys said he must ask that some penalty mig, t be imposed. The 
defendant said on principle he would not pay a half-penny ; he was fight. 
ing the case on principle as a gentleman. Sir Andrew Lusk said that as 
the defendant was in weak health, and this was merely an isolated case and 
not a systematic proceeding, he should only fine him 5s. and 13s. 6d. costs, or 
three days’ imprisonment. The defendant said he would do the three days, 
and would rather stay in prison till Doomsday than pay. 


consequence of ill-health He made no canes for writing the letter a 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jormnt Stock Companres. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

BRIsTOL, CLIFTON, AND WEST OF ENGLAND CO-OPERATIVE SUPPLY 
AND PROVISION MARKET, LIMITED.—Chitty, J., has, by an order dated re 3 
appointed Edward Gustavus Clarke, Bristol, to be official liquidator 

FRENCH DATE CoFFEE COMPANY, LimITED.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Oct 2, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts ot 
claims, to James Boyes 42 Poultry. Oct 29 at 11is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Hors—E SHOE MANUFACTURING COMPANY, LIMITED. — Petition _ presented 
Aug 16, praying that the voluntary winding up might be continued, directed to 
be uw? before the Vacation Judge on Aug 29. Heritage & Co, Clement's lane, 
solicitors for the petitioner 

NATIONAL UNION Company, LiwtrED.—Bacon, V.C., has fixed Aug 
29, at 12, for the —— of an official liquidator 

R FLUID.COMPANY, LImITED.—By an order made by Bacon, V.C., dated 

July 21, it was ordered that the voluntary winding = of the company be con- 
tinued. Atkinson and Dresser, solicitors for the petitioners 

PRUDENTIAL LOAN AND Discount Company, LimireD.—By an order 
North, J., dated Ang 6, it was ordered that the company wound i 
chard and Marshall, te Hart court, Gracechurch st, solicitors for peti- 


tioner 
Untrep Horsz Nar Company, Liurrep.—Petition presented Aug 16, p 
that the voluntary winding up of the company might be continned, a _ 


heard before the Vacation Judge on Wednesday, Aug 29. Heri 
Clement’s lane, solicitors for the petitioner 
WOLVERTON AND Stony STRATFORD TRAMWAYS CoMPANY, L: 


IMITED.— 
for winding up presented Aug 14, directed to be heard before Chit 
on November - Bs the Royal Courts of Justice. Wilkins and Fanshawe, Cum 


Victoria st, solicitors for the petitioner 


U IN CHANCERY. 
MANCHESTER Economic Burtpine Socrety.—By an order made the Court of 
Appeal, dated Aug 7, it was ordered that the society be w =P. Grea 
Rowcliffes, & Co, ‘ord row, agents for Fox, Manchester, solicitors for 


applicants 
. [ Gasette, Aug. 17.) 


. Lmrrep In CHANCERY. 
Fish ExcHaNnGE (BLACKFRIARS), LImITED.—Petition for winding up, Presestal 
1 to be heard before the Vacation Judge on Aug 29. 

circus, solicitors for the ‘tioner ' 

OorEGum Gop Minna Company oF Invi, igure Ay, J., bog oe cols 
dated July 28, a; ted Arthur Cooper, 14, George st, nsion House, to 
provisionally official liquidator 

UNLIMITED IN OHANCERY. 
Heety Freenotp Lanp Socrery.—The Vacation Judge has fixed Wednesday, 
Aug 29 at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official er Sage oe 
(Gazette, Aug. 21.) 
STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 
LIMIrep IN CHANCERY. 

Mounts Bay Consors, LruiTep.—Petition for winding up, presented Aug, tl, 
directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden, at the Law institution, Cheseay 
lane, on Saturday, Aug 25, at 12.80. Affidavits intended to be used at 
hi in position to the petition, must be filed at the Registrar’s Office, 
Truro, on or before Aug 22, and notice thereof must, at the same time, be give 
to the petitioners, or solicitors. Hodge and Co, Truro, solicitors for the 

oners 
ULBERRY Tin Works, LIMITED.—By an order made by the Vice-Warden, dated 
Aug 11, it was ordered that the works be wound up. Hodge and Co, Truro 


(Gazette, Aug. 17.] 
Frrenpiy Socretres Dissoivep. 
FRIENDLY Socrety, Newcastle Arms Inn, Tuxford, Nottingham. Au 15 
Br. Pavut’s LopGz, GRAND UNITED ORDER OF ODDFELLOWS, Birstal, York. Aug 


LLEWELYN LopGE BRANCH OF THE PHILANTHROPIC ORDER OF TRUB 
Ivogires, St, Davip’s Uniry, Red Lion Inn, Aberdare, Glamorean. Forth 
Gazette, p-ae 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. | 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 3 


ARD, CHARLES, New sq, Lincoln’s inn, Solicitor, Oct 2 Appleyant ? 


w Appleyard, Chitty, 
Pay oberon oven } 
A ete fie On 1, Dame» tna 
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Ave. 25, 1883. 
J.  Golaring an viata Southampton st, Bloomsbury mek 


Son ester. Oct 2. a a 


‘OMAS ito Sevenoaks, Ken Sept 29. Harrington 
ms, THOMAS V.C. te. eee — “ae % 
Sept 10. Grant v Levey, Pearson, 
See Goes saul Ciren Ceemoonee, Solicitor. Oct 
te Hostal Vv Horsfall, Pearson, J. 


er Reel Diasy, width sity Sept 30. Lloyd v Lloyd, 
Pearson, J. Rawle, Bedford row 
Murcu, JOSEPH, Stoke Damerel, Devon, Gent. Oct 1. Graham v Murch, Kay, J. 


Graves, Devonpo: 
porrer, HENRY Rorearry Braidwood, New South Wales, Farmer, Nov 90. Wax- 
man v Malleson, Kay; J. Ro Robinson, Vestry House, Christchurch passage, New- 


srt Ax, Gt Russell st, Bloomsbury. Oct 6. Scott v Jarvis, Chitty, J. Gorton, 
TayLoR, CHARLES, Oxford, Gent. Sept 29. Juggins v Wells, Pearson, J. Walsh, 
WUuLiuM ais Soo, Bingon, Vestry New F otatog Wales, Gent. Nov 30. Waxmany 


— y Kay, J use, Christchurch passage. Newest st 
Waite, W: tiutaie, Penge, Surrey. nay ‘0. ‘Juby v Juby, Kay, io, 2. Drayton, 


Queen Victoria st 
[ Gazette, Aug. 14.1 
— Ironmonger. Oct 1. Gold- 
‘armer. Mont 29. McDonagh v Pattison, 


Ls 
eh Camberwell, pen a Oct 10. 
aos y v Rogers, Bacon, ‘Arno ownhall chm) am uth 

TxomPson, WILLIAM, Clareville grove, South Ki glonel anf Regiment 
gi iteht Thee Tntantry, adras Madras Army. Dec7. Buhlv sony Chitty o Marshall, 


cery lan 
-gieame Grench, Kent, Gent. Sept 29. Trott v Buchanan, Pearson, J. 
(Gazette, Aug. 17.] 


JAMES, Wyndham rd, Camberwell. Sept 29. Davis v Tweed, Bacon, V.C. 
 * , Old Jewry chmbrs 
[ Gazette, Aug. 21.] 





InHERSON, J Joum, The Meir, near Lo’ 

yeeeee (3 Spheesog, 1 Kay, J. Peadows 
ATTISON, JA ess 
Chitty, J. Beat Z 


" umont, 
Rogers, ALFRED, 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 


LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
Ws0N, FREDERICK, Portsea, Timber Merchant. Oct 1. Edgcombe and Co, 
DEACON, HARRIETT ELIZABETH, Belgrave rd. Sept 17. Tylee and Co, Essex st, 
oTT; MaRY VALLAOCK, Plymouth. Sept 15. Ti t, Plymouth 
an Gite, MARY, Carlisle, Sept 13.. Webster en, Whitehaven 2 
Sitter, ELicarern, Thoydon Garnon, Essex. Sept 15. Windus and Trotter, 


OWelington se ra Sn pie passage, Clare Market. Piet 20. Hicks and Arnold, 


ee CHAR ccrinmbon, G Gent. Aug 31. 
" vee Hasty, , Stock and Share ee Oct 10. Wright 
lo, Live: 
Lo eckean, Birmingham, Gent. Sept 29. Gardner and Smith, Liver- 
Rey Mimaiaan WIGAN, Ewelme, Oxford, Clerk in Holy Orders. Oct 1. 
EW EpMuND, Wakefield, York, Auctioneer. Aug 31. Lake and Lake, 
e. 
iBrékion CHARLES, Brighton, Sussex, Builder. Novi. Stevens and Son, 
ILLIAM SPOONER, Carlisle, Gent. Oct 3. Wannop, Carlisle 
eee Southend, Essex, Gent. Brighten, Bishopsgate st 
JOHN, Hindley, Lancaster Mayhew and Son, W: 
ae MUND CARTWRIGHT, Derby, Colour Aaehketer. Sept ii, Robo 
» ExizaBETH, Watton, Norfolk. Sept 26. Grigson and Sissi, 
Bown, Das Gent. t 25. Peele, Durham 
TALa, daddhowenee won bay a= 80. Rowntree, Oldham 
» Pace rea sButrey, Gent, Oot 16. Fielder and 
4 att ~M jurrey, 16. er an 
, 8. a, Derby, Farmer. it 10. eae, Sheffield 
ALICIA Souter, ae ank uF Portsmouth 
‘THOMAS, ae nr eld A * eee. “Sept 1 8. Barclay and 
eomioe Oacani Lewisham, Accountant. Oct 1. Paines and Co, Gresham 


louse 
Mere, Wilts, Gent. + 21. Newman and Co, Y¥ 
Service Saen, ag be aga Biggs 


mg 29. 


ve, nr Wakefield, Brewer. Aug 31, Lake and 


aes of Biccaily, seo ath Bengal 
Oct 1. Gonkeon cat Oo and il Co, New oln's inn si 


= oe cama Tuscany, Italy, Sint. *Bepe 1, Dodand peksat Gee 


as Joun, Easterton, Wilts, Esq. Sept 16. Hulbert and Radcliffe, 
, ALEXANDER JAMES, Eastbourne, Sussex, Gent. Sept 29. Plews, Mark 


lane 
(Gazette, Ang. 17.] 
Many, Bath. +16. Newstead and Wilson, Leeds 
, ROBERT, Malte Manchester, Painter, Nov 3. Hewitt and Co, Man- 


Diy, Gonos, Robert st, Chelsea, Gent, Oct 1. Kilby. and Mace, Chipping 
ng ne Hook Norton, Oxford, Wheelwright. Oct 1, Kilby and Mace, 
, ‘ARD, Poughill, Cornwall, General Merchant. Sept 15. Rowe, 
lancasmin, iar, Huntingdon, Aug 31, Ginn and Matthew, Queen Vic- 


Gti Pmtertan Berks, Builder, Sept it, Beale and Mar. 
pool ’ Went Derby rd, Liverpool, Sept, Martins, Livet- 





MANNING, DANIEL, Nantwich, Chester, Grocer. Sept 29. Martin, Nantwich 
Mant, ELLEN, Bath. Sept25. Robertson and Co, Bath 
Mpeame, Det Deets ase, Sages Say Clerk, LL.D. Oct1. England, 
oole 
MIncuHIn, ANNE ELIZABETH, Fisherton Anger, Wilts. Sept 22. Hellard and Son, 
Portsmouth 
Mom, = Wroxall, Isle of Wight, Retired Builder. Sept 17. Way-Buckell, 
ewpo 
RopoTHamM, Witi1aM, Halifax, York, Gent. Oct 1. Emmet and Walker, 
TURNER, DoNALD, Newcastle upon e, Potato Merchant. Oct 1. Lawson, 
ee Newcastle upon Tyne _— 


he! a hy, _ any Es ee Sussex gardens, Hyde pk. Sept 30. Robinson and Co, 
(Gazette, Aug. 21.] 








Ruetoric.—Hon. G. W. McCrary, Judge of the Eighth Judicial Circuit 
of the United States, favoured the law school at Keokuk, Iowa, with a 
course of lectures on Law, and in his closing lecture before the school at 
its spring term, spoke of ‘‘ How to State a Argue a Case,” and in high 
commendation of ‘‘ Rhetoric as an Art of Persuasion,”’ Hon. D. 
Miller, as follows :--‘‘ Every lawyer should make a thorough and careful 
study of the art of stating and arguing a case. Remember that if = 
are addressing a learned and competent court, your case is more than 
argued when it is clearly stated. Your effort should be to present, in a 
form to be readily comprehended, the controlling —- Study 
brevity, and carefully avoid prolixity. Never ind 
Examine your case thoroughly in advance, and determi, | in your own 
mind, what the questions are upon which it will turn. These you will 
always find to be few in number. Often, and perhaps in the majority of 
cases, the result will depend upon the decision of a single question of law 
or fact. Your record may be voluminous, but when you have fully 
mastered it you will see that only a few vital questions can arise. The 
greatest lawyers make the shortest arguments. The reason is, that such 
lawyers are able to decide where the controlling question lies, and having 
faith in, and courage to act upon, that decision when once made, th 
discuss the vital question, and that alone. The rule I give you then is 
this: Ascertain by careful and thorough investigation the bay ep ae or 
questions upon which your case turns, and devote your argument to th 
discarding all merely incidental and immaterial matters. You should 
also study the subject of style and manner. Rhetoric is well worthy your 
attention. The manner of your speech is second in importance only to 
the matter. A pleasing address, a clear, logical, and forcible style, are of 
very great consequence. It has not come within the scope of my lectures 
to treat specifically of this subject, but I commend it to you as one to 
which you should give careful attention. I ly recommend as a 
valuable and helpful book on the subject a volume, of which Hon. 
Daniel F. Miller is the author, entitled ‘Rhetoric as an Art of Persua- 
sion.’ I have myself read it with much interest and profit, and I am sure 

you will find in it instruction which you greatly 8 Tt has been 
posaioe tw by many distinguished lawyers and scholars as a work of 
merit. By the study of this and other similar works, you should strive 
to form correct habits of accurate Soest. Ne speech, so that you hg | 
become qualified to construct an to those rules of 
orderly and logical statement which have a approved by long co 
ence, and adopted by the orators of both ancient and soko tania 

Western Jurist. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
DevitT.—Aug. 12, at 13, Gardiner’s-place, Dublin, the wife of E.O. Mac Devitt, 
barrister-at-law, of a son. 
Quin.—Aug. 16, at 95, Elgin-crescent, W., the wife of R. J. Quin, barrister-at-law 


iter. 
ae re HELL. AUG. 21, at 19, Windsor-street, Dundee, the wife of John Shiell, solicitor, 
& son. 


MARRIAG 
BonsER—NANsON.—Aug. 22, at St. Mary Abbot, Kensington, John . Winfield 
Bonser, of Lincoln’s- barrister-at- for the 
Straits Settlements, to Bertha Mabel toc, ait John Nanson, of 


le. 
CARRUTHERS—EATOo: Ang. 31, 1, at ait Chase. Ba 
Carruthe coliciton of 
oseph Bi Bird Ea t Dublin, to M 


9 sont rhe ohne 
Kenlecoe mete 15, at St. ra,.5 the 3 


Edwin Norman, solicitor, of Nottingham, to Mary, at, Hemanecsne, cage 


Rucker, of West K 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Fatpay, Atg. 17, 1883. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward thelr. preety of Gets to the Regittaan 
Batley, \ William, Coleshill st, Eaton sq, Brewer. Pet Aug 44. Pepys. Aug 2 


Blin, William, Holborn, Mount Cutter, Pet Aug 9. Pepys. Aug 29 ab 11 
ey, Willa Benn The Acces lean, bnenae Pet ® Pepya 


cist, Nttmai, Bere mews, Oued st Leather Oder ringtone 
Oriap, Sam Samuel, Commercial rd, Whitechapel, Buildes, Pet Augii, Pepys. Aug 
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Pa Alfred, Oilman. A aa 
icine. uly 6. Pepys. A Freeman, Henry, College Park, furres rd, . Aug 28 at 8 at ¢ zy 
Pui. Leyton, Essex, Doctor of Medicine. Pet July py ug ote Pox Bt Mary's 0q, Paddington £70, Hizh 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Brownson, Thurstan Dale, Bootle, Lancaster, Tailor. Pet Aug 15. Bellringer. 
Liverpool, Aug 28 at 12 
Wild, —_ Manchester, of no occupation. Pet Aug 15. Lister. Manchester, 


Aug 31 at 
TUESDAY, Aug. 21, 1883. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Posy) William, Queen Victoria st, Cape Merchant. Mot Aug 7. Pepys. Sept 


ch, William Towers, Ruseell rd, Kensington, Doctor of Medicine. Pet Aug 
eee Sept 5 at 1 
Suth herland, Frederick, King William st, Umbrella Maker. Pet Aug 18. Pepys. 
Sept 5 at 12.30 
Thay, Beeintek, Theobald’s rd, Gray’s inn rd. Pet Aug 16. Pepys. Sept 5 
ll 


To Surrender in the Country. 
iter, William, Wittersham, Kent, Licensed Victualler. Pet Augi8. Young. 


, Sept 6 at ™ 
Collier, William, sen, ae, ar Rotherham, York, out of business. Pet 
July 26. Wake. sRneticld Sept 5 
Dovel. < James, Pateley Bridge, York, , ore Owner. Pet Aug 18. 


ep tee gt ne 

men cs’ Mamhilad, Monmouth, Licensed Victualler. Pet Aug 17. 
Davis. Rooms Sept 10 at 10.30 

Mem, James Alfred, Newport, Isle of Wight, Solicitor. Pet Aug 17. Blake. 

Newport, Sept 1 at 11 
Pye. Ee. Worcester Park, Surrey, Gent. Pet Aug 16. Bell. Kingston, 
8 a’ 

a, Joseph, Cardiff, Butcher. Pet Augi6. Langley. Cardiff, Aug 31 at 

Sesrins, Nicholas + id East End, Finchley, Builder. Pet July 27. Boyes. 
Barnet, Sept 12 at 11 


Jefferson. 


Wood, nag pe Honiton, Devon, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet Aug 17. Daw. 
Yabsley, John acait. eT Boot and Shoe Manufacturer. Pet Aug 16. 
Harley. Bristol, Sept 4 at 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
TUESDAY, Aug 21, 1883, 
Peacock, Henry William, Walsall, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Aug 15 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Femay, Aug 17, 1883. 


aed k, Ges , Tunstall, Potter. Aug 29 at 11.30 at office of Tennant and Co, 
e, 

Magan tadiene. Wolverhampton, Butcher. Aug 31 at 11 at office of Rudland, 
Queen st, Wolverhampto 

Atter. Tobiah, Crowiank. Ti Lincoln, Grocer. Aug 30 at 12.30 at office of Gaches’ 
Cathedral gateway, Peterborough 

Attwood, Isaac. Birmingham, Fruit Salesman. Aug 30 at 3 at office of Fallows, 
Cherry st, Birmingham 

Begley, Robert, Dinsdale Mill, “4 Darlington, Miller. Aug 29 at 3 at office of 

tewart, Feet: fhams, 


, Basil Birch, Kidderminster Foreign, Solicitor. Aug 31 at 3 at Black 
orse Hotel, Mill st, Kiddermirster. Miller and Corbett, Kidderminster 
Barclay, Alexander, Verne st, Brunswick rd, Poplar, Grocer. Aug 30 at 3 at 9, 
Charles sq, Hoxton. Willis 
Beal, James, Regent st, Waterloo pl, Auctioneer. Sept 10 at 12at office of Hudson, 


Furnival’s i inn, Holborn 
Ji . Aug 30 at 11 at 32, Cheapside, 
. Chaflinors, 
see, John Thomas, ‘by, Plumber. Aug 31 at 3 at office of Heath, 


, Derby 
Biideens, gens, Wiliam, Bo a ne, Stafford, Publican. Aug 29 at 11 at office of 
ris 
ee ‘Henry, uy, Burslem, § Stafford, Boot Manufacturer. Aug 30 at 11 at office of 
urges, Wiliam, Cobridge, Stafford, Beerseller. Sept 4 at 2.30 at office of Sword, 


Butcher, J Soha Wiliam Cyan, Harwich, Essex, Builder. Sept 3at3 at Townhall 
one ae bers, Colchester. oe and Son, Colchester 


aad Buvtets rd, Limehouse, House Decorator. 
Parnes, Grooe:, Aug 31 at 3 at T. Hall, 
Barrow > urness. , Barrow in Furness oJ eet NES 
_ = Je h, Tunstall, Stafford, Baker. Aug 29 at11 at office of Hollinshead 
? 


Chew, George, Birmingham, Hatter. <A: 

on John, Gollhee nnd sie ont ra am co 
a aa oo "s asl, ouse rator ug 25 at 2 

Sussex, Chemist, Aug 29 at 3 at 6, Newrd, 


fo 
Conlon, James, St Helen . Lancaster, General Dealer. Aug 30 at 2 at office of 
‘ohn Harv:  Hlardshaw ot, He Boot Dealer, A: 

- BAK , Cornwall, ug 31 at 3.30 at Duke 


all Plymouth, Dale, Penzance 

OM satet ton - Essex, Draper. Sept 4 at 3 at office of Stevens and Co, 

Dewhurst, William Archibald, and John Dewhurst, Manchester, Cotton Spinners 
Aug 9) at 4 at office of Addicshaw and W Norfolk #t, Manchester 

Dig, Mork, ee Ten pag at urgeon. Aug 31 at 3 at office 

at 


1 Y Suffolk, Smack Owner. Sept 1 at 12 
Edwards, Henry, ree phe Cab 
H i 1 Proprietor, Sept 4 at 1 at Railway 


B Grocer. 
aoe Aug 2 ati at office of Last and 

oe per. Bept 4 at 3 at 145, Cheapside. 
cpenatt, Te Mancpeter peut, Senthent, Sept 4 at 3 at office of Addle- 


Frederick Charles. 
CAD at that fice of Dobson, St 


H | 


i 





§ 





iy Lipeag prot William, Leeds, Hay Dealer. Aug 31 at 11 at office of Shaw, 
on st, Leeds 
a —— Brighton, Butcher. Aug 30 at 3 at office of Nye, North st, 


Garine, 7 ohn William, Leeds, Boot Manufacturer. Aug 29 at 3 at office of Fonl 
Eh arren, Albion st, Leeds 
bs, William Job, Peckham, Ironmonger. Sept 5 at 2 at Inns of Court Hotel 
"Holborn, 7 Thomson and Ward, Bedford Tow . 
Govier, Alfred, Taunton St James, Somersct General Dealer. Aug 28 at 
office of Reed and Cook, Paul st, : [Sane 
tao, 3 ees, jun, Bristol, Hay Y Denker: Aug 30 at 2 at office of Hobbs, 


Hatcher, ‘aioe Southampton, Builder. Aug 30 at 12 at office of Perkins 
Albion as Southampton 


oseph, Stratford, Retired en grey e vege of the G E Ry Police, 
Aug 27 at 10 at pat ates of yt Finsbury sq bldgs, Chiswell st 
Howard, Ephraim, » Builder. ‘Aug 2 27 at 2.30 at Royal Hotel, St Mary gt, 


OusINS, 
Howard, John, sen, High ( pemne og Builder. Aug 28 at 12 at office 
‘ Woodiin and Co, Tower ae, Moorg : 24 ot 


J caktes, Thomas Bentley, Halifax, Toy’ Dealer, Aug 29 at 2 at office of Sydney, 


SOU toe Kin Kingsland rd, Bookseller, Aug 28 at 12 at Guildhall Tavern, 
Meme ham st. Barnes, Finsbury pavement . 
Kassell, Thomas James, Skegness, Builder. Aug 29 at 2 at Commercial Hotel, 
Albion st, Kaberry, Pontefract 
Lamb, Matthew Brown, Le og Wire Worker. Aug 29 at 11 at office of 


Stewart, Feetl 

Lawrence, tt et Grimsby, See nel Aug 30at 11 at office of Stephen. 
son and P sbeceron Bethlehem st, Great G « * 

Lindley, Ric’! yy en York, Deeper: pt 4 at 1 at office of Rideal, 


chester 

Lloyd, James Henry, Cardiff, Grocer. Aug 30 at 12 at office of Batchelor anj 
Belcher, St Mary st, Cardi: rdiff 

Lynch, John, Liverpool, Brewer. Sept 10 at 3 at office of Gibson and Bolland, 
South John st, Liverpool. Harrison, verpool 

Mann, Robert, Leeds, Bookseller. Aug 30 at 11 at office of Dale, Albion st, Leeds 

— why William, Linnell ly, Commission Agent. Sept 14 at 11 at office of Howell, 

itepney e! 

Markwick, Geo George William, Brighton, Journalist. Aug 28 at 3 at office of Nye, 

North st, Brighton 


Metcalfe, John, \pestington, nr aaa Beerhouse Keeper. Sept5 at 12 at office 
of Carruthers, Lord st, Li 
Morcumb, St Mertyn. Cornwall: Husbandman. Aug28 at 12 at office of 
Whitefield, St Co cae 
Mos, Samuel, Elsted Ko East st, Walworth, Boot Maker. Sept4 at 3 at office ot 
Montagu, Bucklersbury 
1. John, Wigan, Lancaster, Draper. Aug 29 at 11 at office of Hopwood, 


8 igan 
Nichols, Henry, C Cardiff, Builder. Aug 27 at 12 at Royal Hotel, St Mary st, Car. 


tang a. Workington, Cumberland, Mons. Sept 3 at 2 at Red Lion 

Hotel, jgbochengate Carlisle. Paisley, Workingt 

ixon, R wtenstall, Lan Lancaster, Coal Schant, Sept 6 at 3 at office of 

Butcher, Silver st, Bury 

Orton, Henry, Knighton, Leicester, Builder. Aug 30 at 3 at office of Curtis, 
Halford st, Leicester 

a, Tom, Cleave Hill, Gloucester, Horse Trainer. Aug 29 at 11 at office of 

Clarke, Regent st, Che! Jtenham 

Perelli-Rocco, Bruto, Greek st, Soho, Importer of Foreign Produce, Aug Sat 
2 at office of Webb, Barbican oa Barbican 

Perks, William, Birmingham, Tin plate Worker. Aug 29 at 11 at office of Jagger 


Colmore row, Bi 

Phillips, William ton, Preston, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. Sept 4at dat 

— Yr Wit E whoa Co, ceewes qeriens a +1090 ab oan 
0) omas, es, Lancaster, Nurseryman. Aug 28 at 10,30 at office 
Tielding, Fold st, Bolton ‘ ~ 

Potts, William, Burton on Trent, Boot airer, Au bd = 2.30 at Midland 
Hotel, Station st, Burton on nt. Mears, Burton on 

Raymond, Alfred John, Bristol, Builder. Aug 28 at 2.30 at ~ of Benson and 

Carpenter, Bank chbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Roberts, Arthur John, East India avenue, Leadenhall st, East India Merchant, 
Sept, 3 at 2 at office of Green an d Hartcup, Verulam bldgs, Gray’s 

Rosenfeld, Simon, Manchester, C Ghothien Ros 28 at 3 at office Mf Connor, King 
st, Manchester 

Sankey, William Edmund, Oldbury, Worcester, out of business. Aug 28 at 11 at 
office of Shakespeare, Church st, Old 

Scott, William Luke Sohn, P Prudhoe, Northumberland, Grocer. Aug 27 at1 ab 
office of a Mosley st, Newcastle w Tyne, Baty. , He: 

Scrafton, Cornelius, Stoc ton on. Tees, art ht. A Lo a 11 at office of 
Archer, High st, Stoc kton on Elliot, Stockton on 

Sens Ss e, Samuel, Monkwell st, t General 1 Agent. Sept 6 at 12 at at office of Boyes and 


Morrison, 

Sharp, wy? A fon. Biretal York, Dyer, » He 30 at 12 at Law Institute, Bradford. 
Wavell and Co, Halifax 
moneson, William, Torquay, Builder. Aug 31 at11 at office of Lindop, Fleet 
st, 

Smith, 2: bh Melend, Tunbridge Wells, Relwey Contractor. Sept 7 at 3 a 


Guildhall st. Nash and Field, Queen st 
cqqvim, J ¢hn Wil Aug 30 at 12 at7, 


Smite 








m, West Hartlepool, Glass seca, 
rmacott rd, Longton. Smith, West Hartle; 
Stopfor Alber} Hee Henry, Hour) Ebury st, Pimlico, Benker Clerk. Sept 8 at 3 at office 


Sutton, John Fra’ vee Halt I Pa Merchant, Stat 3at Thatched House 
Hotel, Market st, eckes.” Hooter 0, Haltfas 


Lovibead, ‘Tennton, P eda A 30 at 1 at George and 
malay Hotel i bh senna at, Reet Bristol. Crawshaw, Taun‘ ~ 4 


ter Thomas Burchell, “Oxtord, Coal Merchant 
ba i if bs il iiat Camt of eoecaes an and Tpempecn, Cornmarket 


et st, 
Toller, Albert, Leeds, Br , Aug 29 at 11 @f office of no Bank 
Hors) , one John Lloyd 


Thomas, Bristol, Wine M: 
enue af wh at 12 at Inns of Court Hotel, Ho! 


mm, Benson and Carpenter, 
Vor mtier Baldwin st, Bristol 


Walker, William Liv 1, Provision Merchant, Sept 4 at 3 at office of Roose 
and Co rere ony Liverpool. pton, yeep 
etek next Lowestatt, ( Cattle Dealer, Sept 1 at 12.9086 
ice ot ot Dowett, 


| Plain 
Little Newport {Boho Cheesemonger, Sept 6 + 8 at office 
We Dra saa ~ Aeseeges 


Westaby, Witla, B ray nan a Hck Hackney , Tailor, Ts aan 2s at 3 at 


Priestley and Qo, 


: 
Wood 
"Ane 


Samuel, Wimborne Minster, Dorset, Bootmaker.) Aug 80 at 3 at offiee 
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Charles, Ben Rhydding, York, Commission Agent. Aug 31 at 3 at 
of’ Killick and Co, Commercial Bank b . Py 


bldgs, Bradford 


 mhitby, John Hunter, Worship st, Finsbury, Perfumer. Sept 3 at 2 at office of 


and Co, Budge row 

waiting, Parle ca oO Oat. cJane, Wood st, Commission Agent. Sept 5 at 3 at 
office of and Betts, South sq, Gray’s in 

ao J sf, Acorn Accrington, Coal Merchant. Sept 6 at 3 at office of Sharples, 


Mary Frances, and Anne Edwards, Crewe, Publicans. Aug 29 at 11 at 
f Hill, Market Bt, Crewe ‘ _- r ” 
. Furniture Broker. Aug 31 at 11 at 16, Winckley st, 


m Wort. pac eg oe , Iron Oastor Manufacturers. 
emple st, Birmingham 


Wood, Jos 


Mang 30 at 12 at office of Hawkes and Weekes, 


TUESDAY, Aug. 21, 1883. 
,John, Homptnts-brde, Warwick, Hardware Merchant. 
at d Hotel, Colmore row, B gham. Tyndall and Co, B 
Baker, Rehm. Cheltenham, Boot Maker. Sept 3 at 11 at office of Clark, Regent 


oan, Ernest Nathaniel, Frith st, Soho, Relief Stam Sept 6 at 3 at office 
of Harris, Argyll st, Regent st. Curtis, Old Jewry ¢ al 


t 5 at 3 


7 Thomas Elliot, Newcastle upon Tyne, Grocer. Aug 30 at 2.30 at office of 
Sewell, Grey st, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Blewett, Richard Dunn, Callington, Cornwall, p Danger 
luxon, Courtenay st, Plymouth, Nicholls and light 

Bowler, Frederick empe Harbutt rd, Clapham Junction, J vera Sept 3 at 2 
at office of Vallance nee, Essex st, Strand 

Bradford. Edward, York, Jeweller. Aug 30 at 2 at Swan Hotel, New st, Birming- 
ham. Fox, j Manchester 

Warrington, Lancaster, Stationer. Sept 6 at3 at office of Davies 
m 


Davi 
ina 4 Market BE Bor 
a Boster, Joh r, Butcher. Sept 4 at 2 at office of Bleakley and 
Aug 24 at3 


Pirin gt at $s at office of 


Cue J Bd ate pe ney Lory York, Sines Merchant. Sept11 at 8 at office of Scholes, 
akefie! 
Gans. pe rs Laverpo ool, Upholsterer. Sept 10 at 12 at office of McGowan, 


Ow, Joseph, “Brighton, ¢ Grocer. Sept 4 at 3 at office of Lamb and Evett, Ship st, 


Cornet, Anthony Emile Otho, Mark lane, Commission Agent. Sept 11 at 2 at 
office of Cornet, Mark lane. Tilley, Quality ct, Chancery lane 
John, Blackburn, Ironfounder. Sept 4at3at 17, Exchange st, Blackburn. 


lackburn 
Cox, Levi, Live’ aol a, Oilman. Sept 12 at 3 at 173, Ball’s Pond rd, Islington. 
B mages and P’ 
caegh, Senate, Durham, Builder. Sept 6 at 3 t office of Johnston, 
“ies st, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Driffill, James, Swinflect, York, Farmer. Sept 3 at 12 at office of Pickering, 
Parliament st, Kingston on Hull. Watson and Co 
ae Bolte J ona, Bolton, out of business. Sept 3at11 at office of Cooper, Mawds- 
Edwards, a Newport, Monmouth, Innkeeper. Aug 31 at 12 at office of 
Oliver, Albion chbrs, Newport 
, John, Holme Cultram, Cumberland, Yeoman. Aug 31 at 2.45 at office of 
eever, Market pl, Wigton 
Fifield, Edwin Richard, Swindon, Wilts, Omnibus Proprietor. Aug 27 at 10 at 
office of Boodle, Albion bldgs, New Swindon 
Forster, James Ogilvie, Milford, eeetennten, Farmer. Sept 4 at 12 at office of 
Moore and Me High st, Lymington 
Foster, Samuel Hall, —— out of business. Sept 4 at 3 at office of Wright 
and Co, Belvoir st, Leice: 
Gresley, Siazence, Derby, aaa: Sept 5 at 3 at office of Cummings, Exeter 
r 
Groombridge, Clarence Parsell, Cheshunt, Corn Dealer. ay 12 at 2 at office of 
Bridgman, Crossbrook st, Cheshunt. Wheatly, New 
rilatiorenelt Huddersfield, Grocer. Sept 5 at 2 at office of ro Lord st, 
illiam, Miles Platting, nr Manchester, Nail Manufacturer. Sept 11 at 


Sat hy of Chorlton. Brazennose st, Manchester 
t Manufacturer, Sept 10 at 12 at office of 


Ohreaste ro 
. James, es Ni umberland, Schoolmaster. Sept 6at 11 at 
office of Brett, Bridge st, st, Morpeth 


wor San parent , Manchester, Furnishing Warehouseman. Sept 5 at 3 at office 
Becgeticeh, Devon, Builder. Aug 31 at 4 at Castle Hotel, 

aie cpr , Halifax, Grocer. Sept 3 at 8 at office of Longbottom, 

mee Thomas, Gt Yarmouth, Builder. Sept 4 at 12 at office of Wiltshire, South 

Quay, Gt Yarmouth 

Hudson, ty, Wakeeld out of business. Aug 390 at 4 at office of Kemp, Bar- 


a 
illiam, Sheerness, Coal Merchant, Aug 31 at 2 at office of Winch, New 
Hust, Wan ” 
villian, Beak te Botoare Licensed Victualler. Sept 4 at 2.30 at office of 
Davia, d, Llangennech bag ot Timber Merchant. Sept 11 at 2.90 at 
yet ow Howell » Liane 
he , Bartlett's bldgs, Holborn, Manufacturers’ Agent. Aug 
wat ect W Watchinallsr Bept 2 ut 8 at office of Gibson and Bolland, 
‘ er, 
Kh Fileoted ee rons " 


Rail, William Henry. Longton, Gr Grocer. Aug 29 at 3at Copeland Arms Hotel, 
; a trope, bals, Lo tter Salesmar t 9 at 12 at 148, High st 
erick, Sou uu a. a a 3 

en Junction, Portsmouth, Walker and a Weise x 
Edward, Dr. Johnson’s bl Temple, Barrister at Shine. Aug 30 at 2 at 

of Wei; Fenchurch at ae, . " ‘ 

Ri ‘hton, _ ll Sept 10 at 3 at office of Bourn and Clark, 

oster row, ells, Paternoster row 
Hing, George, Yeovil, Innkeeper, Aug 31 at 8 at office of Davies, Church st, 
Leary, Gay, Christopher r Joseph, Harrow nl, Dentist, Aug 29 at 3 at Law Institution, 
Tomas North Catton y fe] Draper. Sept 1at 12 at office of Benson 
8 inn aq 
dies 


Bank chbrs, Bristol 

art Edward, Whoathaipstend, Herts, Coal Merchant. Sept5at 12at office 

od, eden, Mid h, York, Grocer, Sept 8 at 11 of 
J dteeborough k, pt 3 a at office 





ot 





wortbern | John, Wisbech St Peter. pabelion Jeweller. Sept 4 at 11 at Great 
Nort Hotel a. ‘Webber 
atton, Surrey, Buil em, Govt 19 ot 9 oh Bs Wiumedts. Bee. 
— vente <a Lomberd st. go - and Son, Pinner’s Hall, O) 
Midgley, Thomas, and Albert Midgley, Almondbw cork, goa Cael 
Wchuen Sept 6 at 2 at office of Armitage, inom Lavkak, uddersfield 
Mills, Thomas, Crabb’s Cross, Warwick, Needle Maker. ee - at 11 at office of 
Coleman and Co, Unicorn hill, Redditch 
Murphy, Francis, ‘Longton, Stafford, Beerseller. Aug 31 at 11 at office of James, 
Newcastle under Lyme 
Norman, John. Combmartin, ign. Doves. Grocer. Sept 3 at 2 at office of Chanter and 
Co, Bridge Hall chbrs, Barnsta: 
Nutt. Richard, and Frederick Bishop, F + aaa Coal Merchant. Sept3at1 at office 
of Tribe and Co, Albion chbrs, B: 
Owens, Anne, Margam, plan ys jor of business. Sept 7 at 3 at offices of Ten- 
nant and Jones, Cwmavon rd, Aberavon 
Sept 1 at 10 at office of Sill, 


Pass, Benjamin, Middlesborough, York, Jeweller. 
Albert rd, Middlesborough 
Pearson, John Richardson, Croydon, Surrey, Clerk. Sept 11 at 3 at office of 
Ashurst and Co, Old Jewry 
ee Breen Hartley, Bristol, Architect. Sept 7 at 3 at office of Brown, Corn 
st, Bristo 
ce, William, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Grocer. Sept 6 at 12 at Wheatsheaf 
Hotel, Market st, Wolverhampton. Saunders, Wolverhampton 
Richens, Edwin, St Peter st, Hackney rd, Beer Dealer. Sept 7 at 2 at office of 
Sane and Fitch, Bishopsgate st, Without 
, Holbeck, York, General Dealer. Aug3i at 3 at office of Watson, 
Gt Geame st, Leeds 
Rowland, Thomas, Fenton, Stafford, Coal Merchant. Aug 30 at 11 at office of 
Kent, Chancery lane, Longton 
Samue), Douglas Ralph, Liverpool. Watchmaker. Aug 31 at 2 at office of Miller 
and Co, Perey hides, Eberle st, iéverpent 
—— Josiah, Kingston 4 enon Hull, Black Lead Maker. Sept 1at1i at office 
Cross, Kingston upo' m 
Silton, Thomas, Haibane Stafford, Butcher. Sept 1 at 11at Compasses Inn, 
Nelson sq, Newcastle under Lyme. James, New under Lyme 
Slaughter, William James, Horsham, Sussex, Plumber. Sept 6at12 at office of 
Bostock and Co, West st, Horsham 
Smith, Clement, Taunton, Pianoforte Prosker. Sept 11 at1 at office of Brittans 
and Co, Albion chmbrs, Small st, Bristo! 
, Winterton, Lincoln, on Aug 30 at 11 at Cross Keys Inn, 
‘asons, Barton on Humber 
m, Durham, out of ante. Aug 31 at 3 at office of 
Sunderland, James, Liverp: 


my Sept 3 at 11 at office of Harris, Harring- 
ton st, Liverpool 
Taft, pee Windley, Derby, Blacksmith. Sept 6 at 3 at office of Powell, Full 


a "Derb 
. Thomas, St Owen, he aaa Tanhoaper. Sept 6 at 12.30 at office of 
w , St Owen st, Hereford 
Tate, Geor wt sg poammaacars Sussex, Farmer. Sept 10 at 2 at Star Hotel, Lewes, 


Taylor, Casene Carpenter, Brighton, Accountant. Sept 11 at 3 at office of Good- 
man, North st, Brighto 

Till, Richard Francis, a ems, Builder. Sept 4 at 2at office of Casey, St 
George’s sq, Portsea. Blake, Portsea 

Toop, John Richard, Plymouth, Grocer. Sept 3 at 11 at office of Elworthy and Co, 
Courtenay st, Plymouth 

Wells, William, Cambridge Heath rd, Carman. East Dulwich 2 at Masons’ Hall 

Bh hy gy oy in "Lincoln, Cond Aug 28 at 12 at 

ydale, in the ‘ordwainer. ug 

George Hotel, Spilsby. Bassitt —_ 


8 moet, Geo: 

terton. 
Stubbs. Thomas, Darli 

Wilkes, Albion chbrs, 


Whymper, He , Canal rd, Mile End, Draper. Sept 10 at 3at1 
Cheapsi aso “ialgh and A Agar, Gresham st win 
Williams, Octavius John, Nantyglo, oe Sept 1 at 11 at office of Powel, 
ynmawr 
Wile Robert, Trefriw, Carnarvon, Grocer. Sept 3 at 2 at Junction Hotel, 
Llandudno Junction. Ellis, Llanrwst 
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SCH WEITZER'S COCOATINA, 
ptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
eaanenat Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, 


"ip Ps soe fat e: ames od. he sale ti 
e most nutritious, per- 
teatty ° ae tee beverage Luncheon, or 
Serna, and invaluable for for invalids and Children. 
Highly commended by the entire Medical Press 
Being without one, 2 ice, or other admixture, i it suits 
all better in all climates, and is four times 
the strength o Posinn THICKENED yet WEAKENED with 
tarch, &c., and In REALITY CHEAPER than such Mixtures, 
Made instantaneously w with boiling water, a teaspoonful 
Breakfast Cup, costing less than a halfpenn: A 
Cocoatina 4 La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, 
eapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when 
richer chocolate is prohibi 
In tin packets at 1s. 6d., 3s., 68. 6d., &c., by Chemists 


Charities cial Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZIE & CO 10, A -street, London, W.C 


AW PRAOTICE.—To be Disposed of, a 
Small General Practice, Solicitor retiring. 
Premium small. A od ape for any Gentle- 
man just commen to ALPHA, 66, Salis- 
bury-road, Everton, liver 


AW.—Warted, by a Gentleman (passed 

Final last June}, a Conve meeting, or Chancery 

Clerkship in a good office. £100 a year.— 
A. H., 7, Crowhurst-road, Brixton, §.W. 


‘EO SOLICITORS. Wanted, a Solicitor, to 
Manage a Country Business, with view to Part- 
nership. Must be com t to conduct County 
Court and Law Cases in Court. ‘pAprly, giv givin fall 
Rertoulers rs and references, to 8, P. 
mith & Son, Advertising Agents, ‘Dublin. 


acai COLLEGE, CAMBRIDGE. 


This College has been founded under the ae «7 
of His enon the Duke of Devonshire. hast 
cellor-of “ bite nt vane 4p 9 — Junior oF Bian, 
especiall ose inten or the Legal, M 
Teaching Professions, for Engineering, and for Busi- 
ness, to obtain a Nei > ducation economically 
and A order special supe’ 

The —— a of entry Sane between 16 and 17, a 


‘Goll o Chae og d (with 

athe 0 ene or oard (with an 

Term in the ood Vacation), Tuition, and Uni- 

pe Fees are £84 per annum.—For further infor- 

mation. fpply to the WARDEN, Cavendish College, 
ge. 


and Grocers. 

















FydoCa tion. .—One of the most ins xpen- 
sive, high-class Schools in England consisting 
chiefly of Clergymen’s and Army and Navy age s 
Sons.—A. , Rev. REcTO pare of Bx. Beery, 
Paternoster-square, London, 





ESTABLISHED 1825, 


HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, 


MANUFACTURERS AND HOUSE FURNISHERS, 
200, 208, and 204, TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD, W, 
Estimates and su mary free for entirely Fur- 
Sooo hanes, Cen 


—PAINTING, DECORATING, & HOUSE REPAIRS.— 


net 8 Oak Furniture, 

. Bedroom F 

Beasins, tr ing, from £7 10s, per sat. 
THIRTY LARGER SHOW ROOMS, 


ponies Maa 
N, THEXTON, & PEART, 
200, 208, and 204, Tottenham Court-road, London, W, 
N.B.—Household Furniture Warehoused or Removed 
on reasonable terms 


ing, Reproductions fr from Ancient 
, including Bedstead and 





Now ready, oon | Kdition, price . ats post-free ; 
ircuit or calf, 8s. 6d. extra 


L®4 por FOULKES’ J UDICATURE 
ACTS, 1873 and 1875, Appellate Jurisdiction 
Act, 1876, and other Statu 3s, the Orders in Goonall, 
and the New Rules of the upreme Court, 1883. With 
Notes. Forming a Pract of the Supreme teers. 
Fourth Edition. By J LELY and W. D. I. 

FOULKES, Barristert-ai-Law 


London 
Henry SWEET, Law Publisher, 8, Chancery-lane. 





ACCIDENTS !—64, CORNHILL. 
NO MAN IS SAFE FROM ACCIDENTS. 
WISE MEN INSURE AGAINST THEIR COST! 
ACCIDENTS BY LAND OR WATER 
INSURED AGAINST BY THE 


RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE COMPANY, 


The Oldest and Largest Com insuring against 
Accidents of all kinds, od 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL, £1, 000,000, 
PAID-UP CAPITAL AND RESERVE, £250,000. 
MODERATE PREMIUMS. 
Bonus allowed to Insurers after Five Years, 


£1,840,000 


AS BEEN no A AS COMPENSATION. 
Pm to the Clerks at the ae Stations, the 


Or 8, GRAND HOTEL BUIL INGS, CHARING CROSS, 
or at the Hgap Orricse—64, CORN (HILL, LONDON, 
Wits J. Vian, Secretary. 





 EDE AND SON, 


ROBE pee 54 , 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS? 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSBL’ 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERQY 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LOND: 
ABBIAGE LAW DEFENCE U 





PATRONS. ; 
The ARCHBISHOP of CANTERBURY, 
The ARCHBISHOP of ARMAGH, ~ 


The Right Rev. the LORD BISHOP of LIN 
The LORD COLERIDGE, Chief Justice of 
CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES, 


Sir WALTER a 
King-street, St amas aw 
Sir CHARLES MILLS, Bart., M. 
House, Oxford-street, we 
Parete 


Messrs. HERRIES, FARQUHAR, & CO., x ‘ 
James’ s-street, S.W. . 


Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, & CO., Lombard-street, 
SECRETARY, 


. MURRAY, E ) © ur-street, Che 
as 1 eae CO 


This Union is formed to maintain the anel 
marriage law of the land, and in particular LA 
the legalisation of marriage with a wife’s 


ANTED, No. 4, Ble, 
Feb 17th last.—Stam: pa will be 








ruary emitted 
copies sent to the Office, 27, Pcbancesy lane W.€ 





ESTABLISHED 1869. 





THE ACADEMY, 
A GHeekly Review of Literature, Seignee, and rl, | 


PRICE THREEPENCE: FREE BY POST THREEPENCE-HALFPENNY. 


ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION, 


PAYABLE IN ADVANCE. 


135; BY POST, 





15s. 2b. 


PUBLISHED EVERY FRIDAY IN TIME FOR THAT DAY’S POST 





27; 


PUBLISHING OFFICE: 


OBANCERY LANE, W.0. 


To be had at all Railway Stations, and of all Newsvendors in Town and Country. 








SCALE OF CHARGES FOR ADVERTISING IN “THE ACADEMY.” 


Five Linesof SmallType- - - 
Every additional Line - « » 
HalfaColumn- - - - =. 


0 2 6]A Column - 
0 0 6 
110 0 


A Page (equivalent to Three Columns) 


SPECIAL ARRANGEMENTS FOR A SERIES. 
Advertisements should be sent to the Publisher, H. Villers, at the Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C., on or before te 
Wednesday previous to the Saturday on which they are intended to appear. 


*." “THE ACADEMY” is a desirable medium for all Advertisements addressed to the educated classes, 





